ED 243 753 SO 015 587

AUTHOR Friedlander, Dov; Goldscheider, Calvin

TITLE israel's Population: The Challenge of Pluralismi.
INSTITUTION Populaticn Reference Bureau, Inc.; Washington,

,,,,,, S b.C.

PUB DATE Apr 84 N o |
NOTE 45p.; Charts printed on dark paper and photographs

~ may not reproduce clearly. B o B -
AVAILABLE FROM ?o?ﬁlétibﬁ,ﬁétéféﬁté,Bﬁrééﬁ,fgiggglatigﬁ Department,
P.O. Box 35012, Washington, DC 20013 ($4.00).

PUB TYPE Viewpoints (120) L o

JOURNAL CIT Population Bulletin; v39 n2 Apr 1984

EDRS PRICE MFO1/PC02 Plus Postage.. S
DESCRIPTORS Cultural Pluralism; *Ethnic Groups; *Jews; Migration;

*Population Distribution; Population Trends;
Religious Cultural Groups

IDENTIFIERS *Israel; Moslems

ABSTRACT N S , o
) ~ This bulletin describes the interplay of demographic

and sociopolitical processes in Israel since the state's founding in

May 1948 and projects what it might be to 2015:. Heavy Jewish
immigration, especially during the "mass immigration” of 1948-51, has

balanced the high natural increase of Moslems_ so that the proportion
of Jews in Israel's population at the end of 1982 was little changed

from June 1948. By 2015 the Jewish proportion could be only 50

percent in a "Greater Israel" if Israel annexes_ the Occupied Areas of

the West Bank and Gaza Strip where 1.2 million Arabs now live.
"Oriental” Jews from less developed North African and Asian
countries; who were only 15 percent of Israel's Jewish population in
1948, outnumbered European American Jews by 1970. This was an
important factor in the 1977 shift of political dominance from the

leftwing Lakor parties, supported by the better-educated;,
socialist-leaning European-American Jews, to a rightwing bloc; _

espousing economic policies based on more private initiative and
Israel's historic rights to the West Bank. Western-—oriented Jews;
although still the country's "establishment;"” comprised only: 40
percent of Israel's population by 1981: By 2015; their share is.
likely to be down to 30 percent within Israel's present boundaries.
The questions of whether or not Israel will be a Jewish state and

remain a Western society will continue salient into the 2lst century.
(Author)

T T T T I Ll i i LR R R e ahaialalalaid
* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made
* from the original document.

iiiiiiii*iiiiiiiiiii*****************************iiiiiii%iiiiiiiiiiiii



EDE;4\3?75

U.S. DEPARTMENY OF EDUCATION
NATIONAL INSYITUTE DF ED?lVJEATlON
DUCATIONAL _RLSOURCES | INFORMATION

p CFNTER {ERIC)

%Hns ducnment hay been llV;)lﬂlillCld Ja%
yormwidd frans the paisan Ot Organig. Ation
Drsgitnating |
Minor changes have ln n mul: 1o unprau

e U” duc tion Guality

[ i‘.um o OF vt Gr OPITIONS Stiste d n nns (mcu
e M U OGE BeCeshatdy tepne o1t nHu Wl NIE

postion of pohey

“PEFMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS

MAT, 1AL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)."

Israel’s
Population:

The C hallenge

By Dov Friedlander and
Calvin Goldschaider

Reference Bureau, Inc:
Vol. 39, No. 2

April 1984

ISSN 0032-468X

2



[

inlerpiay_of demographic_and sociopolitical pro-
[ in May 1948 and projects what it might be to

Abstract—This Bulletin describes th
e the state’s fo
"01: Heavy Jewish immigration; especnally during the “mass immigration” of

‘946 51. has balanced the high natural increase of Moslems, who comprise the

e tity ot israeli Arabs, so that the proportion of Jews in Israel’s population at the end
_ 989 (83 percent of 4:1 million) was little changed from Jurie 1948 (81 percent of
S0 LUDY. Even with Jewish immigration now low, this proportion is likely to be no

Caver 1nan 76 percent in 2015; because Mosiem fertility is now falling. But by 2015 the

Jewsh proportion could be only 50 percent in a “Greater Israel” if israel annexes the

Occupwd Areas ot the West Bank and Gaza Stnp ‘where 12 mllhon Arabs now live.

(R L! s Jewish pogulation in 1948, with their largescale immigration to the mid-1960s
and initiaily higher fertil'ty, outnumbered European-American Jews by 1970. This was

ar. important factor in the 1977 shift of political dominance from the.leftwing tabor
parties tupported by the *setter-educated, socialist-leaning European-American Jews,

to the rightwing Likud bloc. espousing economic policies based on more private

inikative and Israel’s historic rights to Judea and Samaria ({the West Bank) Western-

o'lented Jews of European ¢ American origin. although still the country’'s *“‘establish-

ment.” comprised only 48 percent of Israel’s popalatiorn by 1981. By 2015, their share
is likely to e down to 3C percent within Israel's present boundaries and would be oniy

22 percent of the population of a Greater Israel: First raised by 19th century Zionists in
Europe who set off the drive fcr reestablishment of a Jewish national homeland in

Palestine. the questicns of whether or not. Israel will be a Jewish state and remain a
Western scciety wiii continude salient into the 21st century.
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The Hebrew University of Jerusalem
Israel

Dov Friedlander, who_holds the Ph.D. in
demography from.the London School of Eco-
riomics, is currently Professor of Demography
and Statistics at the Hebrew University of

Jerusalem, where he was Chair of the De-
partment of Demography from 1970 to 1976
and Director of the tevi Eshkol Institute for
Economic, Social and Political Research from
1977 to 1979. He has also taught at the Aus-
tralian_Naticnal University, Chulalongkorn
tniversity, Thailand, and the University of
Ghana.

Calvin Goldsche/der is a graduate of Ye-
shiva University, New York, and received his
M.A_and Ph.D. from Brown University. He is
currently Professor of Demography_and So-
ciology and Chair of the Department of
Demography at Hebrew University, and also
Adjunct Professor of Sociology and Judaic

Studies at Brown University. He has taught at
the University of Southern California; the Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley, and Brandeis
University.

Both authors have pub//shed extensively on
a wide range of topics in. demography and
sociology. Fourteen of their joint and separate
publications on population issues in_ Israel
formed the basis for this Population Bulletin
and are listed in the Bibliography (page 39).

Dr. Friedlander began preparation of this
Bul!etm wtiile he.was at the Populauon Refer-

Visiting Scholar.

Myghquﬁthe hope for peace ln the Middie

East and; in tarn; for peace in the world
lies wnth the outcome of the Israel-Arab

this century And these changes in tarn;
have much to do with demographic
changes, which have been particularly
dramatic for Israel during its brief 36-year
history:

77 Qa,rygdpyﬁtqufalestme in fulfillment of
the Zionist dream of a national homeiand
for the Jews, the state of Israel contained
650,000 Jews and 156,000 Arabs when

the dust had settled following its founding

in May 1948. Within three years; the Jew-
ish population riore than doubled as.im-
migrants streamed in from Europe, Asia
and North Africa in response to the new

government's “mass immigration” policy.

The homogeneous European Jewish
population of British Mandate days was

rapidly transformed into a social and cul-
tural mosaic, and the repercussions are

still. being felt. The better-educated,
socialist-leaning European Jews domi-
nated_economic_and political life_in the

first 30 years of the new state’s develop-
ment. But “Oriental” Jews _from_less de-
veloped North African and Asian coun-

tries; with their largescale immigration to

the mid-1960s and initially higher fertility;
became the demographic midjority of Is-
raeli Jews by 1970. This was an |mpor-
tant factor in the 1977 shift ci par-
liamentary reins from the leftwing Labor
Aligriient party to Menachem Begin's
rightwing Likud coalition gqvfemmeﬂt
With this came a shift in economic priori-
ties and political policies. Although the
fertility of Oriental Jews, at about three
births per woman, has now dropped

close to that of European dews; they are

o 3
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hkely to remain the majority as israel’s
economic problems discourage a sub-
stantial resurgence of immigration from
Western countries. Indeed, net immi-
gratlon {immigration minus_emigration)
has been very low in the past several
years.

Another promment strand shaping Is-
rael's. demugraphic mosaic is the sharp

fertility differential between Jdews and

Moslem Arabs. Heavy Jewish immi-
gration since 1948 has baianced the high
natural increase of Moslems, who com-
prise the majority. of Israeli Arabs; so that
the proportion of Jews in the country’s
population at the end of 1982 (83 percent
of 4.1 million) was virtually the same as in

|mmigrat|on remalns low; this propomon
is_not likely to be reduced much in_the

future becaose Moslem fertility has now
begun to_fall.

The pictare is complicated by the issue
of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip

which _Israel has occupied and_admin-
istered since its Six Day War of 1967 with

Jordan; Egypt and Syria. Some 1.2 mil-
lion Arabs, mostly Moslem, now reside in

the areas, as many now propose the
proportlon of Jews in the population of
“Gieater Israel” could be as low as 50
percent by 2015.

With this complex |nterplay between

cesses Israel.can be _viewed as a
“demographic laboratory.” American so-
ciologist Bernard B':reison described it in
1978: :

“Israel is_an intensified microcosm,
speeded op. of cuarrent population issues and
responses. Hardly anything |s missing: The
most active immigration policy in modern his-
tory, social layers of dif al fertility and
mortality, planned population distribution in-
ternally extreme demographic differences vis-
a-vis hostile neighbors, wide- ranging demo-
grahic projections resting nn the judgments of
individual couples on th. ane hand and the

decisions of international politics on the other,

worrisome reguonal treids affectmg secun!y

strong religious and cultural proscriptions both
Jewish and Arab; rational efforts at policy con-

sideration .and instramentation; shortfall from
policy goals.™"

In this Bulletin.we focus on the major
features of Israel's current demographic
laboratory, describing the trends which

shaped the present population mosaic;

and then outlining what the future conse-
guences of current population patterns
might be. All the statistics cited, unless

otherwise noted; refer to Israel proper

{excluding the West Bank and Gaza) and
come from_Israel's Central Bureau of
Statistics. Data from the most recent
census of May 1983 have not yet been
released, but comprenensive, up-to-date
statistics are available from the Bureau's

sophisticated population reglstratlon 5ys-

of”trarmlhes education, labor and other
topics.

Background

Geography

israel is located in.Southwest Asia; on
the eastern wing of the Mediterranean.

Its total Jand area is 21,501 square kilo-
meters (8,302 square miles), aboot the

size of the state of New Jersey. This in-
cludes the eastern sector of Jerusalem
(controlled by Jordan_after Israel was
carved out of Palestine in 1948 but re-
united with Jerusalem's western sector
after the Six Day War of 1967) and the
Golan Heights (part of Syria after 1948,
occupied and administered by Israel after
1967, and annéxed in December 1981).
It excludes the Gaza Strip_in the south-
west and the West Bank (the Judea and
Samaria of Palestine's ancient_history),
which became part of Egypt and dordan,
respectively; in 1948, but occupied and
administered by Israel since. the 1967

war (see map, page 2, and the chron-

ology, page 6). .
Bordered by Lebanon on the north,

Syria and. Jordan ta_the east; Egypt's
Sinai Peninsula on the southwest, and



tip. Israel has a 115-mile Mediterranean
coaslline, but in places is only 15 miles
wide. The densely populated coastal
plain along the Mediterranean contains
two. of the country s three largest cntles

cent ot the country's. torelgn trade, and
Tel Aviv-Yafo. Residents of the metro-
politan areas of these two cities, along
with those living in Jerusalem; the capi-
tal, make up almost half of the nation's

population: Close to half of Israel's land
area is ciaimed by the arid Negev desert

in the southern.triangle of. the country,
much of which is_inhabited by nomadic
Bedouins who make up. 10 percent oI the

Beersheeba; the Negev's major _city; to
the Galilean Hills is the Central Hills re-
gion, bordered on the east by the Dead
Sea and the Jordan Valley: In this area
and along the coast. the climate is Medi-
terranean, with a mild rainy season from
October to April_and_hot, dry summers.

Temperatares are considerably higher in

the Negev desert and the Jordan Valley.

Centuries of overcultivation and over-
grazing have depleted the natural veg-
etatton ot the _region. But |ntens|ve cul-

the. Negev Although aqncultural prod-
ucts account for only 5.8 percent of the
country's net domestic_product and only

7 percent of the labor force now.works in

agriculture, Israel's citrus fruits, avo-

cadoes and flowers; for example; are
now prominent in supermarkets thirough-
out Western Europe.

’(,'iiiii;;iii}ii;iii

governed by the one house Knesset

(parliament), whose 120 seats are di-
vided proportionately among all poaiitical

partles gaunlng at least 1 _percent ot the

and he in turn selects as prime. m|n|ster
the leader of the party winning the most

votes in an election and thus most likely
to be able to form a cabinet and a viable
coalition government from among the
parties represented in the Knesset. Israel
has some 30 political parties. Currently
holdlng Knesset seais are the major
rightwing Likud party, the leftwing Labor
Alignment; the National Religious Party;
rellgtous party. Agada Israel; a national-
ist secular party, Tehiya, a Communist

party and an Arab party. (Arabic is the
second official language of the country,
along with Hebrew.) All the coalition gov-
ernments of the first 30 years of state-
hood were led by the Labor party (or its
successor, the Labor Alignment party),
headed until 1963 by the nation’s first
prime minister, David Ben-Gurion: Dur-
|ng the early days. of statehood _the

to this country” in accord with the policy
of “ingathering of the exiles,” laws insti-
tuting free compulsary primary edu-
cation, compulsory military service (ex-
cept for Arabs), and a wide variety of
government- -funded health and weltare
rmnlsters were Golda Meir and Yitchak
Rubin, who served from 1969 to 1977.
Since then; the Ltikud bloc; headed. by
Menachem Begin and, as of September
1983; by Yitzhak Shamir; has been in
power.

_The Likud takeover following the 1977
elections brought a major shift from
socuahsm and a pragmatlc approach to

and Gaza to economic policies based on

more private initiative and an ideological

emphasis on historic rights to Judea and

Samaria and the "tand of Israel:” tong-
term social and political changes were at
the core of this_shift; along with dissat-
isfaction with the costly legacy of the
Yom Kippur War_of 1973. Also of major
importance was the growing preponder-
ance of Jews of Asian or African origin
and their dissatisfaction with their con-

tunumg social and economic lag behind

the “ruling” European-American Jews:
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A Chronology: 1882-1983

1882-1903 First wave of modern immigration to Palestrne {Aliya); 25, 000 Eastern European
immigrants arrive.

1897 First Zionist Congress in Basal. Swrtzerland organized by Theodore Herzi. formally
1aunches drive for Jewish return to the Land of israel.

1904-14 Second Aliya; 40,000-55.000 Jewish immigrants arrive trofii Eastarn Eurébe and
Russia.

1817 Great Britain; in Batfour Declaration, supports creation of “National Home" for Jews in
Palestrne

1923 League ct Natrons establrshes Brmsh Mandate; over Palestine and drrects Britain to

encoarage “close setttement of Jews upon the land.”

1924-28 Fourth Aliya; 67,000 immigrants arrive, haif of them mrddle class urban Poles.

1929-39 _Fifth Aliya; 250,000 Jews one-quarter of them refugees from Nazr Germany,
arrive in. Palestlne

purchase.
1945-48 Aimost 75,000 immigrants arnve ‘most nllegally
1947 United Nations proposes partition of Palestine into Arab states (Jucea and Samaria;

or West Bank: and e_stern Jerusalem to go to Jordan; Golan Heights to Syna; Gaza Strip to
Egypt) and a Jewish state (the remainder).
1948 State of Israel comes into existence {May 14): Yotal Jewish_population is 650,000.

War of Independence begins as Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon and Syria invade Israel.

1948-51 Mass immigration; 630,000 Jews arrive from Europe, Asia and North Afnca

1949 First Knesset convenes with David Ben-Gurion as Prime Minister. Armistice srgned

with neighboring Arab codntries: derusalem divided; western half to Israel, eastern halif to
Jordan. -

1950 Knesset passes Law of Return grantmg aII Jews ths nght o lmmigrate to Israel:

1856 Suez Crisis: Egypt nationalizes Suez Canal, closing it to Israeli shipping. Israel

invades Gaza Strip and Sinai, then withdraws under U.S. pressure.

1967 Six Day War (June 6-11): Israel launches pre-empltive strike agarnst Egypt Syrra and

Jordan, gaining control of the Sinai Peninsula; Gaza Strip; Golan Heights and West Bank;

including Jerusalem. Jerusalem reunited.

1968 First Israeli settiement in occupied West Bank.
1973 _Yom Kippur War: Syria and Egypt attack lsraeh forces on Golan Heights and along

Suez Canal: After early reversals; Israel closes in on Damascus and crosses Suez Canal.

1974 Drsangagernent agreements between Israel and Egypt and Syra after Secretary ot
State Henry Kissinger's “shuttle dipiomacy.” .

1977 Likud coalition taRes over Knesset,

under Prime Minister Menachem Begin; ending

tabor Party dominance. Egyptian President Anwar Sadat visits Jerusalem.

1978 tsraelinvades southern_Lebanon to root out Palestinian guerillas; U.N. buffer zone

created. At Camp David with Prasident Jimmy Carter (Sept. 5-17), President Anwar Sadat

and Prime Minister Begin agree to conclude peace treaty within three months.

1979 Knesset approdes israei Egypt peace treaty

g



voked by renewed terrorist attacks.

1981 Knesset voies annexation of Golan Heights.

1982 Israel again invades Lebanon to rout Palestine Liberation Orgamzahon terrorists and

Syrians.
1983 Menachem Begm resigns (Sept 15)

socceeded by Yitzhak Shamir as Prime Minister.

Israeli troops mired in southern third of Lebanon. Number of Jewish settlers in occupied West

Bank and Gaza Strip réachés 30 000.

Source-Based In part on ‘A Chronology. 1882 1982 n The Fu!ure ol Israel T;u; Wd;;);v Ouane;ly Vol. 7. No. 1 (i§55j

pp 52-53 Reproduced with permissicn

With their hlgher temhty “Qriental” Jews
from Asia and North Africa now_out-
number the European Jews who domi-
nated at the state’'s founding, especially
in the voting-age population. Jewish im-
migrants from_Asian _and African _coun-
tries and their Israeli-born children are
the major supporters of the Herut party,
the senior partner of the Likud bloc.

Occupation and the e¢ ‘onomy

Bemg poorin fertile soil; water; minerals
and oil, Israel’s most important national
assets are its human. resources.
Changes in occupation reflect the coun-

try's shift from the early emphasis_ on ag-

riculture to a diversified industridl econ-

omy and now toward serwces research
777777 Between 1965
and 1982; the pnopornon of employed
men working in agriculture dropped frcm
i3to 7. percent other labgrers dechnnd

force, and the proportion in scientif.c,
academic and professional occupaliovs

1) Women. made_up 37 percent of the
labor force in 1982.

- The coantry s vanous ethmc and relig-

status is_the Arab population, with rela-

tively high propomons working m agrical-

Rankmg somewhat higher is the Jewish
Qriental group._Highest on the ladder is

the dewxsh populat!on of . EurODean-

descendants): In 1982: just 12 percent of

Arab men in the labor force were em-
ployed in the most prestigious white-
collar jobs and 12 to 14 percent of Jewish

men of Afrg-Asian origin, compared to 34

to 43 percent of European-American

Jewnsh men (see. Table 3 page 11) Th:s

lsrae|s populatlon mosaic and is_inti-
mately related to demographic trends.
Israel produces a vanety of goods for

technologrcal and. mdustrlalxzed _the
economy grew by an average 10 percent
a year—a near-world record-—in the first

25 years of statehood: Since the Yom

Kippur War, with deliberate government

policies to curb growth and increasingly
heavy military expenditures. the growth

rate has slowed to about 3 percent a
year, on average, in line with other de-

veloped nations.

Tablo 1 Employed Jien, by

Occupation 1965 1973 - 19781982

Total employed men
{1n thousands)

6354 7468 7898 823.8

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

g3 36 162 178

Administrators,

managers;, e

clerical 148 160 172 173
Sales and service - R
_ workers 154 163 162 164
Agricullural workers  13.2 79 74 €8
Skilie¢ and

UnsKille d laborers__ 473 462 430 416

Scurce Cm!ral Bureau of Staustics. Statistical Abstract of
israel, various 1ssues
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Always heavtly dependent on lmports
Israel before 1973 was abie to finance
the excess of imports over exports with
grants and loans from abroad, mainly
from the United States. {Military and
economic aid from the United States to
Israel since its formation now totals ovei
525 billion.j Since then, escalating de-
fense expenditares and increased costs
of imports (especially oil) have swollen

the country’s foreign debt to $21. 5 biliion;
debt in the world. This has_accelerated
inflation, which by early 1984 was run-
ntng at over 200 percent computed on an

flation are contrnurng heavy government
’ outlays on transportatlon Communlca-

vate consumptron prompted in part by
indexation—automatic adjostment of

wages, savings, social security benefits

and interest payments to the rate of in-
flation. Despite_inflation, however, real
incomes have typically risen in recent
years. The average salary of wage earn-
ers in 1982 was about 33 percent higher
in redl terms than in 1975. (Israel's per
capita gross national product was $5,528
in 1982; that of the United States,
$13.240.) And despite its economic prob-
lems, Israel, unlike other industrialized
countries, has maintained full employ-

ment; unemployment was only 3 percent
somewhat hugher Full employment has
prevented major Social conflict among
the country’'s diverse ethnic groups. and
is an important element in maintaining
internal cohesion in the face of security

threats

Educatlonal attarnment has |ncreaeed
steadily for all groups; but significant dif-
ferences remarn _ Similar. to the three-

highest Ievels of education, followed at
some distance by Oriental Jews and then

Arabs. although Christians among the

Arab population attain higher educational

levels. than Moslems: For example; data
for 1982 (standardized by age) show
proportions of men and women with 13.or
more years of education at 39 percent for
Israeli-born Jews of European origin and
34 percent for those born in Europe or
America, but only 12 percent for Israeli-
born Oriental Jews and 10 percent for
those born in Asia or Africa. Although
eduacation is compulsory between the

ages of 5 and 15 and free through high

school; Oriental Jews; because of their

poorer_preparation, are less likely than

those of European background to pass
the admission tests to academic high

schools; which are the .only_avenae. to
ur.iversity, and more likely to be enrolied
in the country's large system of voca-
tional and agricultural schools.

Population

At the end of 1982 ,I"W 's total popu-
lation numbered 4.1 million (4;063;600);
of whom 83 percent {3,373,200) were
Jews and 690,400 were non-Jews;
mostly Arabs (see Table 2). The Jewish
population is made up predominantly of
immigrants who arrived after the estab-
lishment of the state and their Israeli-
born descendants: In 1982, 23 percent of
the Jewish population had_been born in
Edrope or America; 19 percent in Asian

or African countries; and 58 percent were

native barn. Among the native-born; or
sabras, 28 percent were born of Euro-
pean or American parents; 45 percent of
African or Asian parents; and 27 percent
were_third generation. The non-Jewish
population is divided into three religious
groups; 77_percent in_ 1982 were N s—
lems (almost entirely of the Sunni bran

of Islam), 14 percent were Chrnstuan

Arabs. (mainly_Greek _Orthodox; Greek
Catholics and Roman Catholics), and the

remaining 9 percent were virtoally all
Druze (an Arab group whose religion is
an. ‘outgrowth of Mohammedanism ‘and

numbered 1,223,800 at the end of 1982.
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Table 2. Population of Israel, by Religion, Ethnic Origin and
Birth Place: 1948, 1961, 1972, 1982

(Numbers in thousands)

Poputation group 1948* 1961° 1972° 1982*
Total country 881.7 2,179.4 3,147.7 4,063.6
___ Jewish population . R
Total 7167 1,932:3 2.686.7 3,373:2
European-American origin o o o o
Total . _ 581.4¢ 1,007:1 1,187.3 1,343.6
Born in Europe or o o o
America 393.0 672.1 749:7 785.3
Second generation, - - o o
_vorn in israel 198.4 335.0 437.6 558.3
African or Asian origin
{Oriental) o L L
Total 105.0 818.3 1,273.6 1,496.7
Born in Africa or Asia 70.0 529.8 665.0 628.1
Second generation,
_ born in israel 35.0 2885 608.6 868.6
Eoropean- -American and
Atro-Asian third generation, o o o
born in Israel 203 106.9 2258 5329
o __Nan-Jewish population o .
Total 165.0 237.1 461.0 690.4
Moslem Arabs - 170.8 352.0 530.8
Christian Arabs — 50.5 ??1 959
Druze éHd 6ihéis — 25 E 36.9 65.6

21948 énd 1982 hgures are as s of year end
21961 and 1972 figures are as 91 mid-year.

are estimates

Note: First- generallon Jews are those bom outside ls;aei second ganeranon ara lhoso born n lsrael ol 'ove'gn born
parents: third generation are those born in israel of Israeli-born parents.

Some 30,000 Jews now inhabit settle-
ments in thes2 areas.

israel’s population growth rate in 1982
stood at 1.8 percent and was almost en-
tirely due to “natural increase” (the ex-
cess of births over deaths). The birth rate
was 24.0 per. 1,000 population and the
death rate, 6.9 per 1,000. (The U.S. birth

and death rates in_1982 were 16.0 _and
8.5, respectivély.) This is a far cry from
the earliest years in the nation’s history
when waves of Jewish immigration
pushed growth in some years over 8 per-
cent (see Figure 1, page 10).

_ Overall life expectancy at birth was
nearly 74 years in 1982; 75 years for the
Jewish population and 72 for Arabs

(Table 3; page 11): Infant mortality is low
overall at 13.9 infant deaths under age

one per 1,000 live births in 1982; but the

that of the Jewish. populatlon (11.6);
which ranks with that of the United States
(11.3 |n 1982).

Ma rri age

12



Figure 1. Vital Rates for Jewish and Arab Populations of Israel,

Anmial Averages: 1950-1982
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Source U S Bureau of the Census. Center for international Research, based an oticial dafa trom Central Bureau of Statistics, Israel

the enormous value placed on marriage
and the family in both cultures. Among

Jews, recent marriage rates have
dropped from 9.7 per 1,000 population in
1975 to 7.7 in 1980 and 7:1 per 1,000 io
1982. (The U.S. marriage rate in 1982

was 10.6 per 1,000 total population.) The

decline reflects some delayed iiarriage.
due in part to a "marriage squeeze’
since the late 1960s—a shortage of men
aged 25-29 compared to women aged
20-24_(the usual ages for marriage) re-
sulting from changes in annual numbers
of biths some 25 years earlier: Israel's

economic problems and high housing

costs, together with some liberalization in
norms regarding nonmarital cohabita-
tion, may also have atfected the timing of
marriage. Nevertheless, the overwhelm-
ing pattern remains high. rates of mar-
riage and family formation, with little

variation among ethnic groups. ___ ___
- Among Jews, both Afro-Asians and
European-Americans now marry at about
the same ages; a median of age 25 for
men and age 22 for women {Table 3.

This contrasts with patterns 15 to 20

10

-l |
W

years ago when Afro-Asians married an
average two years earlier than Jews of

European-American origin. Both Jewish
groups marry somewhat later than
Arabs; due for the most part to their
greater educational attainment. .

. Very few marriages occur between

Jews:and Arabs.in Israel; but marriage

American Jews. has increased steadily
since 1955. By 1980-82, the rate of such
“gthnic outmarriage' seemed to have
leveled off at about 20 percent of annual

marriages among Jews. Strong pres-
sures to marry despite smaller pools of
eligible ethnic partners account for part
of this increase, bat it also signals some
easing_ of ethnic_constraints and in-
creased integration. Ethnic outmarriage
is_apparently more likely for better-
educated_Afro-Asian Jdews and less-
educated European-American Jews.
Fertility ,

In contrast fo marriage patterns, differen-
tials in fertility are still evident; though
much narrowed after being at a peak

P
v



Table 3. Socio-Demographic Characteristies of Major

Subpopulations: Israel. 1982

Percent

VP\AQ‘\J)JIJ ade Total employed Percent
at first fer rulny Lite males women
I marnage” e expertancy _nhigh l()((l 25-34
Popuiation e ———— ltm'h ;u at h}((ﬂ wrmg cpllm n labor
group - M mLm - F¢ N ""f' w‘,””.‘_'i)h_ (years) jabs o force
Total Jews 24.7 21 9 2.79 745 257 60
Born in Europe- L o o o - )
America 25.5 22.5 2.81 740 337 64
Born in Israel,
European-American
ongin 243 2186 2.66 742 430 68
Born in Afro- .
Asian countries 259 22.7 3.06 73.7 135 a9
Born in israel; . o - __
Atro-Asian ongin 233 21.6 2.88 74.2 124 57
Total Arabs 234 19.4 5.21 72.0 11.9 14
Moslems 236 19.4 5.53 — - -
Christians 26.8 213 234 — — L=

Source Centrdl Buw ot thqucs dan or dumors estimates based on official CBS data

“Data tor 1979 Figures are estimates and should be interpreted.with caution . .. . __ __

“The iotal terlity_cate of A given year indicates the_average number of buths per woman in a populdhor\ wl all womcn were (o Ilvc
through thew childbeanng years (ages 15-49) bearing children at the same rates as women ot those ages 2 1clua|ly did n that year
‘Includes scientific professional, administrative and managenat occupations

among Jews in the 1950s and between
Jews and Arabs in the mid-1960s. The
major differences are between the lower
fertility of Jews and much higher fertility
of Arabs as a- group. and, within these
groups, between the slightly lower fertility

of European-American Jews_compared
to Oriental Jews, and the much lower fer-
tility of Christian Arabs compared to Mos-
lems:

~_In 1982, the totﬁa[fjﬁert:l!ty rate of Mos-
lem Arabs (5:53 births per woman) was
double that of Jewish women as a whole
{2.79)._but this was_a marked change
from 1965 when the Moslem fertility rate
was nearly triple that of Jewish
women—9.87 versus 3.47 (see Table 5;
page 24, and Figure 4, page 25). Ethnic

fertility differentials among Jewish

groups_had almost disappeared by 1982.
For immigrants_born out of the country,
the rates were 3.06 births per woman for
Afro-Asian women versus 2.81 for
European-American women, and for na-

tive-born Israelis; the rates were 2.88 for

those of Oriental origin versus 2.66 for

the European-Americans_(see Table 3).

Christian Arab women had the lowest fer-
tifity of ali ethnic-religious groups in

1982—2:34 births_per woman. (The total
fertility rate for U.S. women in 1982 was
1:8; 1.7 for whlte women. and 2 2 1or

alon3 with Jewush immigration, have
shaped Israel's dlstnnctwe ‘demographic

Iarge role in the countrys political and
social development. Although they are

now narrowing, they will continue to have

an impact for decades to come.

Im migration

Uniil recently immigration has been the
s int source of population

growth for the de

in the earlier years of statehood. As seen
in Figure 1; from 1950 to_the mid-1960s
and again in the mid- 1970s, the overall

growth rate for Israel's Jewish population

far exceeded its rate of natural increase

{the excess of the birth rate over the

death rate; leaving out of account the

11




contribation of net migration to. popu-
lation growth—or decline). Though natu-
ral increase has been much higher for
the Arab poputation, Jewish immigration
has maintained the balance in the overall
growth rates for the two groups; so that
the proportion_of Jews in_lsrael's total

population at the end of 1982 (83 per-
cent) was virtually the same as at the end

of 1948 (81 percent); as is evident from
the population figures in Table 2 (page
9). Bat immigration can no longer be
counted on to keep up Jewish growth

rates: Figure 2 shows that Jewish immi-
gration has declined dramatically since
the_early 1970s. in 1982; fewer than
14,000 immigrants arrived, compared 1o
56.000 a decade earlier in 1972. Further,
emigration has increased in recent years:
Aithough it is impogsible to calculate the
number of emigrants, the evidence indi-
cates that immigration barely exceeded
emigration between 1880 and 1982

_ The decline in immigration partly re-

flects the waning of Israel’s attraction for
Jews living elsewhere. as economic con-

ditions and . political and security prob-
lems have become more difficult since
the Yom Kippur War of 1973. Emigration
has increased for the same reasons. In-
deed; despite the importance of Zionism
as an ideological factor in migration to
and from lIsrael, socioeconomic and po-
fitical factors have largely determined the
pace and direction of migration in recent

years. Conditions that prompt emigratior:
may change in_the future, but immi-

gration is onlikely ever to resume on a
large scale. This is because Jewish
commanities in African and Asian coun-
tries have been depleted by earlier mi-

gration to Israel and other countries and
Jews in most other countries have not
been under strong pressure to emigrate
in recent years. Orily the Soviet Union at
present has a_large remaining pool of
Jews eager to emigrate and very few are
now being allowed to leave. Many of
these are unlikely to migrate to Israel; as
has been true in récent years of Jews

who have felt political or economic_pres-
sures to move—ftrbm Argentina and

12

South Africa, for example. Even among
Jews from Western countries who have
recently chosen to move to lIsrael, it is
estimated that about one-third return to
their country of origin within three years:

Population age struciire

The timing and compositian of immi-
gration flows and differential fertility have

resulted in very different age structures
of the various subgroups in Israel, as

seen in the population age pyramids in
Figure 3 (page 14). The broad bases of

the pyramids for. the two Jewish Israeli-
born groups, and especially that of Mos-
lems;_illustrate the impact of relatively
high fertility. They all have young age
structures; with large proportions of chil-
dren under age 15, although the recent
decline_in fertility_is_particularly evident
for the Israeli-born of Afro-Asian origin in
the sharp pinching in of their pyramid at

ages 0-4. By contrast, the two first-

generation Jewish immigrant groups are

now predominantly middle-aged or older.
In the past, when the volume of immi-
gration to lsrael was very large relative to
the population already in the country, the
age characteristics. and fertility levels of
immigrants dominated the evolation of Is-
rael's population_structure. Now the
period of such mass immigration is over
and unlikely to be repeated. Hence, like

most other countries, Israel's overall

population_age structure is increasingly
shaped. almost entirely by _fertility pat-

terns, although it miight be affected In the
future by declining mortality rates at the
older ages. Already the relatively broad-

based pyramid_for the total population in
1982 reflects the increasing weight of
israeli-born sabras; in 1982, this youthful
population made up. 58 percent of the
Jewish population. The median age for
{srael's total population in 1982 was a
relatively youthful 24.4 years. (The U.S.
popalation median age is_currently 31.)
With their high fertility, Moslems—who
make up 13 percent of the total
popllation—have an extremely low me-
dian age of just 15.
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e 2. Annual Immigration

to Israel and Variations in Origin:

150,000 200,000 250;

POLAND 25% |
ROMANIA 18%

YEMEN & ADEN 7%
GERMANY & AUSTRIA 6%

POLAND 27% —ROMANIA 21% —BULGARIA 13% —N. AFRICA 6%

| B

1 1

POLAND 20% —YEMEN & ADEN 16%

—TURKEY 1

1% —BULGARIA 8% ]

POLAND 20%— —

.. I ;949
—1— Jan. { ISO

Jan. i;@é

Jon, 1,1951

IRAQ 51% —ROMANIA 23% —IRAN 5% —MOROCCO 4% |

Jan. 1,1952

MOROCCO 30% — TUNISIA 10
IRAN 10% — RIOMANIA 7%

*

Jan. 11955

+
gMOROCCO 43% — POLAND 18
NISIA 9% K EGYPT 8%

Jan, 1, 1958

MOROCCO 34%
ROMANIA 28%
IRAN4% | _
SOVIET UNION 4%

Jan. 11968

SOVIET UNION 37%
UNITED STATES 5%
MOROCCO 7%

ROMANIA 7%

Jon. 1,1975

EUROPE — AMERICA 84%

NUMBER OF IMMIGRANTS

Source Central Bureau of Statisucs. Statstical Abstract of Israel, various 1ssues.
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IE . . .+ been rooted in Jewish religious ideclogy
Females

>
3 TR

and, more recently, in secular nationai-
ism, or Zionism. Born in the latter 19th
century among avant-garde; secular; ur-
ban Jewish thinkers in Europe, Zionism
stressed, among other issues, the return

of Jews to their historical. homeland.

Malss

3
¥

Thus, immigration was already a focus of

population concern in Palestine before

the foundation of the State of Israel. Until

World War I, however; only relatively few

the decaying Ottoman Empire (see
chronology, page 6). But in the spirit of
Zionism, the Jewish community in Pal-

immigration in order to increase the Jew-
ish_population; both in absolute size and

relative to the Arab population.. From

18" .



who had stated in the Balfour Declaration
of 1917 that "His Majesty’s Government

views with_favor the establishment in

Palestine of a national home for the Jew-
ish people Large numbers of,mlgrants

sions between Jewish and Arab res-

idents prompted Britain to impose severe

restrictions in the late 1930s. Immedi-

ately after. the war; tens ot thousands of

and the rught to ummlgrate became a

symbol in the struggle_toward national
independerice. Immigration was also the
prime policy issue_{after defense) in the
early days of statehood; as Ben- Gurion

was committed to_increasing Jewish

numbers rapidly; both for |deolog|ca|
reasons and to galvanize economic de-
velopment and bolster the country’s se-
curity. o

Conflicting political interests of Jewish
and Arab communities in Pawestine, re-

strictions imposed on Jewish immigration

by the British, and news of the wartime
fate of. European Jewry were three impor-
tant elements in the concern over per-

ceived low and declining Jewish_birth

rates before the toundatuon of the state of
{srael. Concern over_“low” birth rates
again intensified as immigration waned
following the _mass_immigration of the

garly years of statehood. Thus immi-
gration and, to a lesser degree, fertility

were important demographic policy
iSsues both before and after Israel's es-

tablishment in 1948.
One of the first laws passed by the

Knesset; in 1950, was the Law of Return,

granting every Jewish person; irrespec-
tive of origin, the right to immigrate to
Israet and to settle there with the as-
sistance of the state. This policy has en-

couraged and enabled hundreds of thou-

sands of Jewish people from some 70

countries to migrate to Israel. By con-
trast, there has always been much less
consensus over the issue of "low” Jew-
ish fertility. Pressures for action toward
the establishment of a pronatalist policy

came mainly from rightwing political par-
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tlesf and especrally from the rellglous
parties; which have_always had con-
siderable power in the country’s govern-.

tee to study and make recommendations
for dealing with fertility issues.

The Population Commitiee’'s report,
submitted_in Aprii 1966, recommended
that a special government body be estab-
lished to deal with the problem of low
Jewish fertility and to promote the wel-
fare of large families. Among other rec-
ommendations; it suggested that working
conditions be arranged for married

women so that they could both continue

to work and have larger families and that

loans be made available to "growing'”
families to finance larger apartments. it
aiso recommended that abortion be

curbed in order to mcrease the blrth rate

tablished. in 1968 as an administrative
unit within the Prime Minister's office

(and subsequently moved to the Ministry

of Labor and Welfare). However, the

Demographic Center has so far taken no

action of demographic consequaence: .For
israel to offer incentives large enough to
prompt Jewish women to have more chil-
dren would take an outlay far beyond the

means of a country burdened with the
hughest per capita defense expenditures

in the world. Further, no country has so
tar succeeded in an attempt to achieve a

sustained fertility increase, even those

with more resources than Israel to. invest
in such an effort. This explains_ why de-

liberate pronatallst incentives have. not
so far been instituted and are unlikely {0
be in the futare: (As part of its social wel-
fare policies, however, the state does
provide free medical services for women
giving birth, @ threg-month postnatal in-
come. allowance for working mothers,
and child allowances, institated in 1959,
apparently generous enough to serve as
one inducement for large tamilies amang
low-income M9§Jgrps See page 27.) An-

other consideraticn is that a policy de-
signed to affect only a segment of the
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population; dews; is difficult to.implement
within a democratic framework.

The Population Committee’s policy
recommendations regardlng abortion
and family planning in general also had
littte impact, but a description of Israel's

fertility trends obvnously calls for a sketch
of the situation in both areas.

,,,,,,,,,

At the time of the committee’s report, Is-

rael actually had a.law prohibiting abor-
thrLeg(gept in order 'to preserve the
women's health.” But in practice the law
had not been enforced after 1952 and
violators were prosecuted only .in rare
cases; for example, if the abortion re-
sulted in the death of the women. In
1977, a more liberalized law was passed,
permitting_ aborticn in an approved medi-
cal institute for a variety of reasons; .in-
cluding social or economic hardship that

would ensue from the birth: The abortion
request had to be approved &y a commit-

tee. of two medncal practmoners and a
political 6?éé§d?é the socioeconomic
clause was removed from the law just
two years later; in 1979. It is not yet clear
what effect this re-restriction has had on
abortion patterns. Estimates in the early
1980s put the current number of legal
prising 60 percent of estimated total
abortions. The annual ratio of legal abor-

tions to live births is approximately 15 per
100 and the ratio of total abortions to

blrths |s about 25 per. 100 (The eqtl-

births in the United States in 1980; the
latest year for which data are available,
was 43 per 100.2) _

No recent estimates are available on
abortions by _ethnic or religious_group.

However; some ciues come from a
national survey conducted in 1975 when

most abortions were_ technically illegal;
but widely available from private physi-
cians.? This indicated that 28 percent of
married Jewish women under age 55 had
had at least one induced abortion; rising
to 36 percent among women married for

) A family . celebrares Hanukkah. Pe

Jewish fertility has long been a policy concern in
Israel.

=’t least 20 years. For native-born Israeli

women the proportion was even
higher—49 percent—with small differ-
ences between those of European or
Afro-Asian origin. The figure for Jewish
married women born in Africa or Asia
was 28 percent; and for the European-
born, it was 38 percent.

-

Contraception

In a country where medical care and ser-
vices have been public and socialized for
decades family planning services are
publlc health clinics whjch cover the
overwhelming majority of families pro-
vide.such services, and then only on a
local physicians. Modern contraceptlves
are available, but their use requires con-
sultation and regular followups and these
are generally available only from private
clinics and physicians.

Government and medical circles are
ambivalent about famlly _planning, torn

between concern to increase Jewish fer-
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tility; on the one hand. and concern over
the social welfare costs of farge famjlies
on the other. This translates into pro-
nouncements about the need for public
family_planning services but no action to

provide them. Contraception and birth
control are generally regarded as private
matters. G-

_ The most recent available data on con-
traceptive use also come from the 1975
survey of Jewish married women under
age 55. This revealed that overall only 30
percent used the pill or an IUD and an
additional 17 percent used other me-
chanical contraceptive methods: One-
third of the women reported using only
natural methods, withdrawal.or thythm.
This is. undoubtedly one_explanation for
the relatively high levels of reported
abortions. The survey also found, how-

ever, that contraceptive practice and use
of more ‘efficient methods were higher

among younger women and Israeli-born
Jewish women. Aimong women married
in the ten_years before the survey,
1965-74, 58 percent of those planning
their families used the pill or the IUD. For
women married from 1955.to 1964, the

figure was 44 percent, and for those mar-
ried in 1945-54, it was 28 percent.

- 5 vz
Israeil’s Current
Socio-Ethnic
Structure

Three major dimensions are used to
identity the comporients of Israel’s popu-
|ation masaic: ethnicity, generation in Is-
rael, and religion. The Jewish group is

identified by ethnic_origin—European-

Arierican or Afro-Asian—and, within
these groups, by generation: first genera-
tion born abroad and second generation
born in Israel. There is another group of
third and subsequent generations_of

Jews born in Israel whose parents were

also Israeli-born (about 9 percent of the
Jewish population} but the ethnic_origin
of this group is not distinguished in offi-
cial statistics. The classification of the
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population by religion distinguishes Jews
from Arabs, and Moslems, Christians
and Druze among Arabs, most of whom
were born in what i§ now Israel: Half a

million Arab natives of this_area fled
when Israel was formed in 1948, most.to
the formerly Palestinian regions of the
West Bank and Gaza Strip, administered
by Israel since 1967, where there are
now over one .ilion Arabs. (Unofficially,
distinctions can be made withiri the Jew-
ish population by religiosity: about 15
percent may be defined as religiously
observant; 35 percent as secular; and
the majority as intermediate. Oriental
Jews are more likely to be traditional in
religious practices and European Jews
are more secular. Secularization and
polarization €atween the religious and
the secular have increased over the dec-
ades.) .
European-American Jews
First-generation Jewish immigrants born
in Europe or America consist of Eastern
Euorapeans; some of them pioneers who
immigrated during the 1920s or earlier,
migrants from Germany and Austria who
arrived during the 1930s after the rise of
Naziism, wartime survivors who flooded
in from refugee camps all_over Europe
after World Il (iostly illegally until British
rule was ended in May 1948). and immi-
grants from Communist coantries arriv-
ing since the_ early 1950s, particularly
Soviet Jews who came during the 1970s;
plus a relatively small number of immi-
grants from Latin America; South Africa;
and the United States. =

~ Age at marriage among these first-
generation immigrants is slightly higher
than the. national average (26 for men
and 23 for women in 1979); fertility is
moderate at 2.8 births per woman in
1982; and life expectancy.is.74 years
{see Table 3; page 11). This is now an
aging group (Figure 3, page 14) and
rapidly declining in importance. But this

represents the group which started the

modern resettlement ot Palestine,
fanned the flames of Zionist nationalism,
developed the country economically, and



bolstered the political strength of the
Jewish community which led eventually
to the establishment of the state of Israel.
Until recently, also, this group was the
country’'s undisputed “establishment,”
controlling both political power and eco-
nomic resources.

__lIsraeli-born Europgapj&mggcgnfgews
of the second generation are a relatively
young group (Figure 3), with fertility

slightly below that of the parent genera-
tion (a total fertility rate of 2.7 births per
womarn_in .1982);_and high life expect-
aricy (Table 3). Educational levels are
high and members of this group now hold
the more important posts in Israel's in-
dustry, economy civil service and army,
as well as in the scientific community:
Women's labor force participation is
highest among this group; 68 percent of
women_aged 25-34 were working in

1982; as seen in Table 3:

Oriental jt’we '
Almost _all Afro-Asian Jews of the ,hrst

generation migrated to Israel hetween

1948 when the state was founded and

the late 1960s. The majority are. from.

North Africa—Morocco, Tunisia, Libya
dnd Algerla——but o!her lmportant onglns

also agmg now (Figure 3), though not so
fast as European-born immigrants:
current fertility is relatively high, and
highest of the four Jewish groups—ijust
over 3 births per woman—and life ex-

pectancy is only slightly below that of the
other Jewish groups (Table 3). As
already noted; the occupational status
and educational levels of this group are
relatively low, and so is average income.
Among Jews, the proportion of working
women_aged 25-34_is_lowest for_this

group (49 percent in 1982) but this is still

three-and-a-half times the comparaple

figure for the total Arab population (14
percent).

Afro-Asian Jews of the second genera-
tion have a very young age structure
(Figure 3). They are the largest and
fastest-growing of the Jewish groups:
Their fertility is lower than that of first-

Its

rs of Menachem Begin demon:-
strate in Jerusalem. Oriental Jews outnumbered
European-American Jews by 1970, which was an
important factor.in the_1977 election victory of Be-
gin’s_rightwing Likud bloc over the leftwing Labor
parties.

generatlon Afro-Asians (2 9 births per
woman in 1982); and. their_educational
level is higher, but still much lower than

that of Israeli-born Jews of European-

American origin, as noted..

In_ sum, these groups still differ some-

what in fertility and consuderably in popu-

similar_in life expectancy Along_with
marked socioeconomic variations, these
demographic differences are related to
group differences in political orientation
and voting behavior. While a majority of

first- and second-generation European

a large proportion of Orientals support
the rightwing Likud parties. When the Li-

kud bloc increased its share of total votes
in the most recent election of 1981, about
two_of every three of its supporters were
of Oriental origin, while supporters of the
Labor party; ousted from_control in 1977,

were 70 percent European-American

Jews.

Al these. groops _are concentrated in
urban localities {defined as settlements

with 10;000 or more inhabitants; but also
including certain rnionagricultural settle-
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ments of fewer than 10.000): More than
90 percent of the Jewish population lived
in urban areas in 1982 and the level has
been high throughout the nation's his-

tory: Within both smailer towns and the
targe metropolitan centers, the two eth-

nic groups tend_to live segregated trom

congregéte in better-off inner-city _areas
and suburbs, many Oriental Jews remain
segregated where they or their parents

were sent ‘upon arrival—- development

immigrant transit camps;.or the areas
that were abandoned Arab quarters in-
side or adjoining Tel Aviv; Jerusalem or
Haifa. This residential segregation re-

inforces _ethnic community institutions
and distinctive behawor L|vmg close

actuon and marriage within ethnic groups
and thus helps maintain differences be-
tween European and Afro-Asian dews;
despite their growing similarities in other

socio-demographic characteristics:

1rubs

About haIt of the Moslem Arab populatton
in israel is_stiil rural, while the Christian

Arab population is predommantly wurban.

Both groups rank far lower on the so-

cioeconomic scale than dews: For exam-

ple. the-average Arab household in urban

areas has. only about 70 percent of the
income of its Jewish counterpart, accord-
ing to a_1982 survey of the Central Bu-
reau of Statistics, and the gap would be
wider if rural families were included in the

survey. Both Moslems and Christian
Arabs are seidom_egligible for_the more
generous child welfare payments; sub-
sidized government housing loans and

other increased. benefits available to fam-
ilies who have had at least one member

in the army because both groups are ex-
cluded from military service (though not
the Pruze). However: Christian Arabs are
generally better off than Moslems:

Demographically, their life expect-

ancies are similar at 72 years in 1982,

two-and-a-half years below the figure of

74.5 for the Jewish population (Table 3).
""""" Arabs have lower in-
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fant mortality than _Moslems, a a fertility
rate less than half as high (2:3 compared
to 5.5 births per woman in 1982), and

marry on average two to three years later
iTable 3). In fact, Chiistian Arabs now

have the highest median age at first mar-
riage for men (26.8 years) among all
groups.in the nation; along with the low-
est fertility, as noted

graphic differences are sources of ten-

snon and conthct now in israeh somety

Oriental Jews already outnumber Jews

of European or American origin and are

increasing faster and are likely to domi-
nate numerically in the futare. Another
gap is that between Jews and Arabs—
socially; politically;_culturally. and demo-
graghtcally Currently, Jews far outweigh
Arabs in Israel’s population at 83 percent
to 17 percent, but the difference is bound
to narrow in the future. In the combined
populations of Israel and the Occupied
Areas; the current majority of Jews is

only 64 percent and this; too; will decline:
) The third gap_is broader and relates to

the” riational character of Israeli soc1ety,
crossing ethnic and rellglous boundaries.

This is the gap between “Oriental” and
“Western” clltiures. The percentage of
people. of European origin is currently
about 48 percent within the Jewish popa-
lation in Israel; 40 percent_in_the total

natlonal populatton and just 31 percent

cupied Areas combined: These pro-

portlons are likely to decline appremably

in the fotare: This could mean the waning
of Israel as a Western-oriented society.

Thuos; demographlc trends strike at the
core of the nation's character.

Demagraphzc
Sources of Current
Patterns

What explains Israel's_present socio-
demographic mosaic? To answer this;
we take a look back at the demographic

processes since the state's foundation:
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Mass imnugration: 1918-51

In early 1948 on the eve of Inde-
pendence, the total population of Fal-
estine was about 2 million, of which one-
third was Jewish. The end of the British
Mandate and declaration of statehood in
May 1948 altered the demographic situa-
tion considerably. Geographically, the
newly“established Jewish state occupied

500:000 Arabs living in areas incluged in
the new state fled as fighting between

Israet and its Arab neighbors erupted into
a tull-scale War of Independence.
Hence; the population. of Israel in June
1948 consisted of 806,000
people—8650;000 (81 percent) Jews; and
the rest Arabs. As Table 4 shows (page
22), 85 percent of the Jewish population
was of European origin. One of the more
important political and_demographic_im-
plications of Independence was the shift
in the control over immigration to Jewish
autharities: This touched off one of the
most remarkable waves of migration in
modern history; the socalled “mass. im-
migration.” Within three years. the Jew-
ish_population of Israel was doubled.

__The first 1o arrive were European Jews
wno had been rerouted to Cyprus_ by the
British authorities when attempting to
immigrate illegally. Alsc among the first
were refugees from Germany, Austria
and ltaly who had been waiting in refu-
gee camps all over Europe, and. Jews

that the right to emigrate would soon be
cut off. These were joined by the first
post-Independence immigrants from the
Middle East, especially Yemen, Aden
and Algeria; where repercussions of the
Arab-Israeli conflict were making condi-
tions untenable for long-established Jew-
ish communities: All told; 100,000 immi-
grants arrived in 1948, most of them in

two or three months at the end. of the
year, implying an enormous immigration

rate of 17 per 100 relative to the initial
250,000: frotn Turkey, Libya; the entire
Jewish community of Yemen (35,000),
and Poland and Romania as those coun-

populat;on.Tg?elotal for 1949 was about -

R
e

tries opened up for Jewish emigration

175.000 more arrived in the first half of
1951, about 100,000 from lrag.

This ended the wave of mass immi-
gration; dominated in the beginning by
migrants froin Europe and then by Ori-
ental Jews from North Africa and Asia.
The effects of that enormous influx on

Israel's population can be seen in Table
4. Between June 1948 and the end of
1951, the Jewish population more than
doubled; from 650,000 to 1:4 million; the
proportion ot Jewish population of Ori-
ental origin increased from 15 to 33 per-
cent; and the Jewish proportion of Is-
rael's total population rose from 81 to 90
percent. Hence, mass immigration
changed israel's population profile rad-
ically in a very short period. It also had

of Jews eager to migrate to Israe’ and; an
the other, by the extraordinary efforts

made to bring in the largest _possible
number of Jewish immigrants in the
shortest possible time; despite the hard-
ships that would inevitably follow. Three
factors_piopelled these efforts. First, it

was recognized that increasing the Jew-

of immigrants was the only way to ac-
quire human resources sufficient to de-
fend the country against hostile neigh-
Jewish state was the concrete fulfiliment
of a core theme in Zionist ideology: In all

However; mass immigration involved
heavy costs, both immediately and oves
the fong term. Economic hardships in |s-
rae! following the War of Independence
and mass immigration were severe: in-
flation, high unemployment among new-
comers as the few available jobs were
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Table -t: Demographic Development of Israel’s Population:

1918-1981

Demographic
charactenstc

Time

_ peried

- ;jéwish_pamﬂahnn;’r' popilatien

Arab population

European Qriental

Moslem  Christian

Totai population
Percent of major group
Percent of total population
Life expectancy

Total fertiity rate
Anndal rate of nataral

increase. per 1,000

Nat immigration

Total populaiior

Percent of major group
Percent of total population

Life expectancv ,
Annual rate of natural
__increase. per 1,000
Net immigration

Total population
Percent of major group
Percent of total popuiation

tife expectancy

Total fertility rate
Annual rate of natural
ificrease, per 1,000

Net immigration

Totai population ~_ _
Percent in major arogp
Percent of fotal poputation

Pércent of poputation in

Israel and Occupied Areas

June 1948
dJune 1948
June 1948
About 1948
About 1948

ALGUt 1948

June 48-June 51
End 1951
End 1951 4,
End 1951

1952-66

1952-66
1952-66

End 1966
End 1966

1967°81
1967-81
1967-81
1967-81
End 1981
End 1981
End 1981

End 1981

550,000 100,000
85 15
68 13
69 35-40°
3.2 6:3%
20 20°

337,000

485,000

67 34

60 29

706
13 22
236,000 334,000
1,196,000 1,149,000
51 49
44 42

""""" 1,731,000
48 52
40 a4

R

107,000 49,000
€9 3t
13 6.
50 60
7.4 4.6

223,000 90,000

73 27

10 4

70 70
7.6 3.2
42 19
0 0
514:000
78 22
13 4

1o P

Sources. Ceniral Bureau of Statistics, Staustical Abstragt of Israel. various issues; and authors’ estimates, based on official
censuses and registration

period before immigration. During 1948-51. ife expectancy.and the ool rate of natural Increase for the
Onental Jewish population was approximately. 66 years and 40-45 pér 1.000 population, resbectively. . _
"ihis disitibufion was calculaled by s1nsluding 1:180:000 Arabs 1n the lerritories administered by Israel after 1967, reptasenting 23
purcent of the combined 1981 populations of the state of israel and the Occupied Areas of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip.

"These figures relate t0 the peroc

Note. All population numbers are rounded. The Christian population is equai 10 the total-non-Mosiem Arab poputation for population
tigures and Chnistians only for all other data. Jewish.dala include estimaled.data far the Israeli-born of Israeli-born parents (third
generation) by eihnicity, which ate not collected by the Central Bureau of Statistics.

given to_demobilized soldiers when the
war ended in mid-1949; and shortages of
everything, especially housing. As the
supply of abandoned Arab housing came

structed barracks. In early 1952; a quar-
L
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ter of a million immigrants lived in transit
camps, most of them latecomers in the
immigration wave. For the better-
educated, skilled European immigrants,

the: stay in transit camps was uosually

brief. But many non-European immi-

grants lingered on and were less inte-
as the camps evolved into “development
towns."

Later immigration
Altogether, 1.7 million immigrants arrived

in Israel between 1948 and 1982; almost
700,000 in_the mass immigration wave of
1948-51. Thus immigration in the three
decades since 1951 has been much less
spectacular; ailthough still high by inter-
national standards. Oriental immigration,
primarily from North Africa; dominated up
to 1968, bt by then the reservoir of Jew-
ish population.in Arab Middle Eastern
countries had dwindled because of ear-
lier emigration. Immigrants in the early
1970s were predominantly European,
while_in the later 1970s and early 1980s,
as noted; immigration from all soarces

Moroccan population of France. Of the
47,000 immigrants arriving between

1980 and 1982, 24,000 came from

Europe, 14,000-from America, and the
rest from Asia or Africa:

Demographic integration of
Orienital immigrants
With_their large numbers in_the early

years of immigration; combined with high
fertility and_rapidly declining mortality,
Oriental immigrants quickly became. a
large and increasing proportion of the
Jewish paopulation. Their arrival changed
the pre-independence cultural and
demographic homogeneity of that popu-
lation. In looks, dress, diet, speech and

-
1S

e

2
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their Eufopean compatriots. Most, for
example, spoke. Arabic as their first jan-

fndependence immigrants. Socioeco-
nomic differences have not disappeared,
as we have seen, but the mortality. and
fertility patterns of Oriental Jews_have

now converged with those of European
Jews.

_Coming from nonmodern; nonindustri-
alized Arab couritries of the Middle East
and North Africa; Oriental Jewish immi-
grants were generally uneducated and
unskilied by Western standards. Their
health was poor; life expectancy at birth

family-run_busjnesses: After immigration
to Israel, this close link between work life
and family life was_ broken as most work-
ing men became hired laborers or em-
ployees in larger industrial enterprises.
And in Israel, where education was

compulsory for at least eight years, Ori-
ental Jews’ educational levels increased.

As a result, there were dramatic changes
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Table 5. Total Fertility Rates, by Religion and Place of Birth:

1955-1982

{Number of births per woman)

Populaiion grogp 1955 1960

1965 1970 1975 1980 1982 .

Total population ) 403 3.95

3.99 3.97 3.68 3.14 3.12

Jewish population

Total 3.64 3:49
Born Europe-America 2.63 2.38
Born Alrica-Asia 568  5.10
Born in israel 2.83 2.76

347 841 821 276 279
260 284 282 276 281
458 407 377 304 306
2.88 3.12 3.08 2.76 2.80

Arab population

Moslems 7.96 9.31
Chiristian- 4.85 461
Druze ai : others 6.58 7.88

9.87 895 7.75 5 5.53
4.74 362 3.35 2.66 2:34
761 746 = 6.85 6 5.48

Source, Genltal Bureau of Stalistics. Statistical Abstract of Israel. vanous issues

Nole See Table 3 (bage 11) for detimtion of the total !éﬁiiiiy rate

in the mortality, fertility and marriage pat-
terns of Afro-Asian Jews.
~ Their mortality transition was par-
ticularly rapid and occurred virtually
overnight: All immigrants were drawn into
the existing comprehensive health ser-
vice system on arrival: Thus; initial ethnic
ditferences in mortality disappeared al-
most immediately; by 1965, life expect-
ancy at birth was 71 years for both Ori-
ental and European Jews (Table 4). This
mortality transition—an accelerated ver-
sion of the mortality transition that oc-
curred in the less developed countries of

Asia and Latin America in the 1950s and

1960s—was the beginning of the demo-

lation subgroups in Israel. L

_Consistent witn patterns in the tra-
ditional societies from which they came,
the fertility rate of Oriental immigrants
probably averaged six or seven births per
womari about the time of their arrival:
The socioeconomic transformation fol-
lowing immigration implied, among other
things; an increase in the direct and in-
direct costs of childbearing and rearing.
Thus. it is not surprising that their fertility
transition began quite soon after. immi-
gration, The total fertility rate of Afro-
Asian immigrant women dropped 28 per-

24 s

in the 15 years from 1955 to 1970 and in

1982, just another 12 years later; was
down to 3.06, about half the 1955 level

(see Table.5 and Figure,4):L L )
_The contflict between high fertility and
the new societal characteristics of these
immigrants was o sharp that couples
began simultaneously to space out births
and to stop childbearing eatlier than pre-
vious generations had. The usual fertility
transition pattern—in Western societies
historically and in developing countries
today—is that first older women begin to
stop childbearing earlier and orily later do

younger couples begin to stretch out the
intervals between marriage and the first

birth and that and later births. =~ _
~ The sharp decline in fertility. among

Oriental immigrants and a small increase
in fertility among European immigrants
resalted in _convergence in the fertility
patterns of the two major ethnic.groups of
Israel's Jewish_population, as illustrated
in Figure 4. By 1982, as noted; there was
little_difference in the fertility rates. It is

notable that the fertility decline among
Afro-Asians occurred in a society where
almost no government family planning
facilities are provided and where pro-

natalist attitudes have always existed
and been reinforced by ideology and

popular cuiture.
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Family-size ideals a'mwprg?’e
Associated with this convergence in the
actual fertility behavior of the two Jewish
ethnic groups was a convergence in fer-
tility norms; or ideal famlly size. National
survey data collected in the mid-1970s
revealed that at thzt time, the number of

chlldren that women con5|dered Jdeal stlll

women and women of European origin
among Jews and between Moslems and
Christians among Arab women. For Jew-
ish women born in African or Asian coun-
tries; the ideal was over five children; on
average, in contrast to an average of 3.5
children reporied by Jewish. women of
European origin. The ideal for Moslem
women averaged 6.1 children in urban

28

Christian Arab women; the_ ayerages
- were 5.0 in urban areas and 5.6 in rura:
areas. However; family-size ideals were
smaller among Jewish women of Afro-
Asian origin born in Israel and among the

more recently married women of both
Jewish ethnic groups and both Arab

groups: This suggests that there is a
growing consensus among both Jews
and Arabs in Israel around a family..of
three to four children—higher than the
average tamily ideal of two children now
typical of most more developed coun-
tries.

Detailed data reveal that among young
Jewish couples. of both_ethnic_groups
there was a relatively closé fit in the
mid-1970s between ideal family size.and
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actual fertility behavior. Thus the decline
in Afro-Asian fertility was evidently ac-
companied by a downward adjostment in
fertiity norms. L

Among Moslem women; however,
ideal family size was much lower than
actual fertility; on average. From this it
could be expected that Moslem fertility,
particularly among the better-educated
and urban women, would continue to de-

cline. This has indeed happened mark-
edly since the mid-1970s, as described
below. However; the evidence also sug-
gests that programs are needed. to mini-
mize the gap._that still_ remains between

the actual and desired family size of Mos-
lem women.

Age structure effects 7
The heavy influx of immigrants con-

centrated in a short period following_ in-
dependence and the large proportion of
nigh-fertility Oriental immigrants. among
the newcomers resulted in wide flucta-
ations in Israel's population age structure
and dynamics. This has had a long-
lasting impact on social_processes that

are age-related—infant care; schooling;
military recruitment, marriage and voting.

The average annual number of births
in_1948 through 1952 (33,900 per year)
was more than dooble the number of
births in Palestinie in 1947 (16,200). In
the next five years; the annual average
went Up to 43,200. This baby boom
meant_that health_services_and nursery
schools needed for infants and small
children had to be_abruptly expanded.
Next, primary schools had to be
expanded rapidly to accommodate the
flood of children reaching age six; the
usual age for entrance into primary
school: In 1952; children_aged six were
inple the number in 1947 and in 1957,
the number was quadruple the number
ten years earlier. Thien in the mid-1960s,
the secondary school system had to cope
with a doubling of the school population
of this age. In the late 1960s and early
1970s, the pool of military draftees sud-
deniy expanded. {By law, all males and
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all unmarried females are required to join
the aried forces at age 18; men to_serve
for three years, women for two. Arabs,
except for Druze, are exempt from mili-
tary service.) About the same time, the

first enlarged cohort of women. reached
their earlv_twenties, the usual age for
women to marry: However, their potential
spouses—men several years older—
originated from relatively small birth co-
horts. This imbalance in the number of
potential brides and grooms resuited in a
“marriage squeeze’ for women.

. These age dynamics; _along with the
increasing proportion of Jews of Oriental

origin; aiso contributed very significantly

to the change in political power in 1977
when the Likud bloc emerged with the

largest share of votes in the election and
displaced the Labor Party to form a coali-

tion government. The large cohorts born
during and_following the mass immi-

gration period, with their_relatively large
proportion of Jews of Oriental origin,
reached voting age (18) in the late 1960s
and early 1970s. By 1977, the Jewish
population aged 20-24 was about 60 per-
cent of Oriental origin and 40 percent of
European-American origin. Just ten
years earlier, these proportions were
split evenly. Hence, the rise to power of
the first Begin coalition government was
partially a product of demographic dy-

namics which had_started nearly_three
decades earlier when the Ben-Gurion

government initiated and implemented
the policy of mass immigration. This im-
pact has continued. A recent study re-
veals that in the 1981 election; in which

the Likud bloc increased its share of the

total vote, about 90 percent of young

parties represented in the Ltikud coalition;

compared with_just 25 percent of

Europsan-American Jewish youth.®

Moslem fertility decline
delayed

An interesting question in the demo-
graphic history of Israel is why the fertility

decline of the Moslem Arab population

Py



istics are similar) was so long delayed
Weltare and living standards improved
noticeably during the British Mandate for
all Palestinian Arabs and this progress
accelerated after 1948 for Arabs living in

the new state of Israel: This half centary
of_socioeconomic development, which

was particolarly rapid after 1948; might
have been expected to lead to lower fer-

tility and smaller family sizes; as. hap-
pened in most of the now developed

countries. beginning in the iate 19th cen-
tury and is noted today when comparing

less developed countries at different
stages of development Yet, during the

ried Moslem women was about eight
births or more per woman, When lIsrael

was established in 1948; the total fertility
rate for the remaining Moslem population
of some 107,000 was about 7:4 births per
woman (Table 4). Thereafter, the rate in-

creased to nearly 16 births_per woman in
the mid-1960s and a significant decline

began only in the mid-1970s (see Table 5

To explaln this delay, we need to
examine the relatronsh|p between the ex-

change The expenence of the Arab Mos-

iem popuiation in Israel is a remarkable

illustration of such Jnterrelatlonshlps

latuon Irved under mrlltary admlnlstratlon

interaction with the Jewish sector diffi-
cult. Israeli miilitary and civil authorities
found it convenient to_deal with the Arab

minority through its traditional political
institutions. This did_much to prééerve
and strengthen the Hamule, netwoi<s.of
kinship_groups_based on patrilineal de-
scent that held political and economic
power in traditional Moslem Arab villages
and derived much of that power from the
size of their related extended families.
Hence; the traditional social structure of
the Arab minority changed very little dur-

ing the first 25 years of Israeli rule. One

important resuit was that no_alternative
channels for social mobility, for the role
and statas of women; and for the trans-
mission of political power were formed
ouotside the.traditional Hamule. Never-
theless, the level of living of Israeli Arabs
improved and many more social services
were made available to them.

The Israeli system of compulsory pri-
mary education covered the Arab popu-

lation and wuthln a decade educatuonal

services were expanded; py,jS?ﬁ the
proportios, of Arab women giving birth in
hospltals was 98 percesit, up from 55
percent in 1960, and Arab life expect-
ancy was up to about 67 years by the
mid-1960s, only_three years behind the
level for the Jewish population (Table 4).
Even before the military administration
ended, Arab villagers were selling farm
products to the Jewish sector and. earn-
ing more than they had during the British
period because improved technology in-
creaszd their production: After restric-
tions on Arab_movement out of military
controlled areas was lifted in 1962, the
percentage of Moslems working in ag-
riculture declined rapidly: The majority of
the rural work force became hired labor-
ers; commuting to jobs in the Jewish sec-
tor. The demand for laborers increased
rapidly.during the economic boom be-
tween the Six Day War of 1967 and the
Yom Kippur War of 1973 and Arab village
income per capita increased nearly to
$2,000 a year—tar above the level of
other traditional societies:.

Other changes .included |mpr0ved

communications; many Arab villages

were _drawn into the network of roads,
telephone and the mass media. Electric-
ity and central water supplies reached
the majority of Arab vrllage% Like all Is-
raeli citizens, Arabs participated in the
comprehensive state social security and
social welfare system:. Particalarly rel-
evant here were free_prenatal and post-
natal care, free hospitalization for
mothers giving birth, and an income al-

lowance for working mothers for three
months after délivery. Most important
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An Israeli Moslem mother and ddughters in their
village near Haifa. Mosiem socioeconomic progress
was rapid after 1948 but marked tertility decline be-
gan only in the mid-1970s.

was the |ntroduc;tngpfgf7 qhn[d allowances
in 1959. By 1974, these allowances con-
stituted 30 percent, 36 percent, and 42
percent of the average wage in Israel for
both Jewish and Arab families with six,

seven and eight children, respectively.

muoch lower. than average; the con-
tribution of child allowances to total in-
come was even more important for Arab
tamilies, and undoubtedly represented
an attractive fertility incentive.

Embassy of Israel B

These changes did not affect the dit-*

terent Arab popu[atnon subgroups

equally. Arabs living in urban areas, pre-
- dominantly Christians, had been ex-
posed to affluence and modern living

conditions for many years. Social struc-

ture; and the famlly in partlcular
changed more rapidly in the city than in
the_roral village. In the village, the more
skilled and educated could enjoy the new
general prosperity more fully than the
unskilled and uneducated:

Such changes,mfpﬁther sometles

usually result in lower fertility; as parents
choose to have fewer children in order to
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take still more advantage of expanding
sociosconomic opportunities: But for the
Moslems of Israel, the pattern of de-

velopment after 1948 actualily reinforced
the benetfits of large families.

One factor was the continuing impor-
tance of the traditional Hamule, and for

the Hamule, and in turn for the family and
women, high fertility was still a source of
power and prestige. Although the ma-

jority of rural Moslem workers might now
take jobs outside the village {without ac-

tually moving from the village); this. ap-
parently did not contribute sufficiently to

the weakening of extended family ties to
affect fertility. Such mobility merely

meant that some members of the family
{including women and children) could

remain in agricuiture while other adults
could work in the Jewish sector at sub-

stantially higher incomes. Increased in-

comes, along with welfare allowances
like free primary_education, subsidized
high school education and health ser-
vices; and; particularly, the extremely

generous child. allowances; meant. that

both large families and other familial and

individual goals; as.well as new con-
sumption items, could be achieved simul-

taneously: Hence; the large tamily could
survive, despite the fact that socioeco-

nomic change tended to weaken fam|ly
ties.

cioeconomic development inevitably
produce strains; leading to_conflict with

high fertility in the-short run.. Indeed;
some factors could rediice such strains

and delay conflict: This'is why the_pro-
cess of fertility decline for Israeli Mos-

lems lagged behind socioeconomic prog-

ress longer than might have been

expected: However, this is not to argue
that the conflict between high fertility and

the maximization of opportunities was
averted; it was only delayed: Continuing
development has now led to a rapid drop

in Moslem fertility. In the seven years be-
tween 1975 and 1982, the_total fertility

rate for Moslem women declined nearly

30 percent, from 7.8 to 5.5 births per

woman (Table 5 and Figure 4).



Lowcer fertility aniong

Christian Arabs

Israel's small minority of Christian Arabs
developed differently. It was more urban,
more educated, more likely to be em-
ployed in white-collar occupations;. and
much less_tamily oriented than the Mos-

lem popualation: It was also. the first and
only Arab group where fertility began to

decllne already during the Brmsh penod

suggests that for women married during
the early 1920s, the completed family
size_of Christians was similar to_that of
Moslems. But by the mid-1950s, the total
fertility rate of Christian Arab women was
down to less than two-thirds the rate of
Moslem women (4.9 versus 8.0 births per

woman) and declining rapidly to a rate of ’

2.3 births_per woman in 1982 (Table 5
and Figare 4)

The 1. 2 mnnoh Arabs living in the West
Bank and the Gaza Stng, occupied and

administered by Israel since 1967; are
mostly Moslems who remained or reset-
tled there when Israel was founded in
1948. Some socioeconomic progress
has occurred._for these Moslems—slowly
between 1948 and 1967, and much more
rapidly since the Israeli takeover. But so
far few signs of fertility decline are evi-
dent. .

From sketchy data it appears that edu-

cational levels increased about as much

for Arabs in the West Bank and Gaza as
for Israeli Arabs between 1948 and 1967,
when the twa populations were totally cut
off from each other. During this period,
however; real income remained constant
in the West Bank and Gaza, while more
than doubling for Israeli Arabs. After
1967, Moslems in the Occupied Areas

dards and health conditions remain

beiow those of Arabs in Israel. Like |s-

raeh Moslems these Moslems have

work;_construction a.ad services; more
than 75,000 (about one-third of the work

jobs in Israel proper. Between 1968 and
the mid-1970s, real income per capita
more than doubled to $600,; though this

was stiil below the $2,000 for Israeli

Arabs at that time: With the extension._of
health services under the Israeli admin-

istration; life_expectancy at bmh rose

from 13 percent in 1968 to 36 percent in
1980. Thus, socioeconomic progress in
the Occupied Areas has resembled that
of Isrageli Arabs, but with a delay of aboat
a decade.

The same appears to be true of fertility
patterns. The_surveys of the mid-1970s
mentioned earlier revealed that the more
recently married women in the Occupied
Areas had had more births up to that time
than older women had had at com-
parable times in their marriage. This pat-
tern was similar to that which char-
acterized the fertility_of Israel's rural
Moslem population a decade or so ear-
lier. Fertility decline had apparently then
not yet begun in the Occupied Areas:
Fertility was similar and hlgh, in both rural

and urban areas: The only signs of lower

fertility were found for women with nine

or. more years of education: However;
this was a small group, representing less
than 10 percent of all married women;
aithough about a gquarter of the younger
married women, married less than ten
years.

__One reason for the continued hlgh fer-
tmty in the West Bank and Gaza is prob-
ably the_fact that there, too, the tra-

ditional Hamule; with its emphasis on

large families, appears to have retained

its central place ln the socuelﬁetructure
1962; contacts between Israeli author-
ities and the Arab population of the Oc-
cupied _Areas have been channeled
mainly through the Hamule smce 1967,
legitimacy. On the other hand, the gene-
rous child allowances, which have prob-

ably been an indocement for large fam-

_ 20
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Hebron in the West Bank. Some )
progress has occurred_for Arabs in the Occupied
Areas but few signs of fertility de
far.

ilies among Israeli Mosiems, have_not

been extended 10 Arabs in the Occuopied

proper, but this has not been the case.
Published estimaies by the Central Bu-
reau of Statistics suggest.that between
1968 and 1980 crude birth rates re-
mained high and little changed—-around
45 per 1,000 population in the West Bank
and 50 and more per 1,000 in the Gaza
Strip. Age-specific blrth rates also .indi-
cate continuing high fertility among Mos-
lfems in both areas. The latest figures
based on Central Bureau of §tat|stlcs es-
limates show some decline in the annual
rate of births per 1,000 popilation in the
West Bank since 1976; due pamcularly
to a rise in women's age at marrlage

This should.not be taken as a clear sign
that the fertility decline has begun in the

West Bank at least, because ‘‘crude”
birth rates, particutarly for Israel's Occu-

pied_Areas, are necessarily based on

rough estimates of annoal births and
population size and are further in-
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e

fluenced by changes in population age
structure.

Although the birth rate and the rate of
natural increase are still very high in the

Occupied. Areas; the populatlon of the
West Bank, at least, has grown very littr-

over the past 30 years. This population
was 724,000 m 1952 and increased only
to 747;000 it 1982; since 1975, annual

growth has averaged only 1 percent;

(The Gaza Strip_experienced negative
growth rates in the late 19650s.but grew at
an average rate of 2.7 percent per year in
the 1970s; to.reach’ an estimated
454,000 people in mid-1983.) Obviously

emigration rates have_been high in the
West Bank. Befcre 1967, many Arabs of

the West Bank moved ta the more indus-
irialized East Bank where more jobs
were to be fQund and smce then many

r|ch Arab states of the Persnah Gulf and,

,,,,,,,,

1948

There has been no. net immigration of
Arabs into Israel since the state was

formed; but natural increase of this popu-

lation averaged about 4.5 percent a year

from 1948 to 1981 (Table 4, page 22).
The Jewish population grew mainly

through immigration and, to some extent,
through the relatively high fertility of Ori-

ental Jewish immigrants, and increased

at an annual rate of riearly 5 percent; on

average, over these 33 years. As a re-
sult, as Table 4 and Figure 5 show; the
balance of Jews and Arabs remained

remarkably constant: 81 percent Jewish
to 19 percent Arab in June 1948; 84 per-

cent Jewish to 16 or 17 percent Arab at
the end of 1981. {At the end of 1982 the
Jewish percentage was 83 percent, see

Table 2, page 9.) Thus differentials in

fertility and immigration_have so far bal-

arnced out to maintain the demographic
status quo between the Jewish and Arab
populations of Israel:

However, demographic changes have

considerably shifted the ethnic or relig-
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Figure 5. Growth of Jewish and Arab Populations in Israel:

1918-1982
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Source: Central Bureau of Statistics, Statist:cal Abstract of Israel 1983, No. 34 (Jerusalem: 1883) Tabie ii/1.

iouz balance within these two major
groups. While the Jewish population was
undergoing a process of 'Orient-
alization,” from 15 percent Oriental in
mid-1948 to 52 percent in 1981, the Arab
population was undergoing a process of
“Islamization;” from 69 percent Moslem
in mid-1948 to 78 percerit in 1981 (see
Tabledy. . _ . . . .

The political future of the West Bank
and Gaza Strip_is still undecided. Within

the present borders of Israel, the popu-

lation share of Jews of European-

American origin was only 40 percent in
1981, although the total Jewish pro-
portion was 84 percent at the end of that
year. In the combined 1981 populations
of Israel and the Occupied Areas, the
share of Jews of European-American

origin was only 31 percent and the total

Jewish proportion was 65 percent. Thus,
annexation of the West Bank and Gaza

Strip would even now have critical

turn would have_cultural; political and
ecoriomic implications.
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The Future:
Demographic
Patterns and Israeli
Society

What do these current demographic pat-

terns .imply for the. future? What are
growth patterns and variations among
the groups making up.Israel’s demo-
graphic mosaic likely to be over the next
several. decades? How_will these pat-
terns affect Israel's population age struc-

ture; particularly the proportion of de-

rangements for_their_social and eco-

nomic welfare? What implications will fu-
ture demographic trends have for cultural

and political dominance, either within the

“Greater Israel” if the Occupied Areas
are annexed and the large numbers of
Arabs living there are incorporated into
Israel's society?



Population projectiois:
1980-2015
To begin to answer these guestions, pro-

jections for 1980-2015 have been made

ibined for the dewish

separately and combine
popalation in israel; Arabs for the non-
Jewish population) in Israel, and the Arah
population in_the presently Occupied
Areas. As with any popalation; Israel’s
populatio icture at some future date
will be shaped both by.its current struc-
ture and by trends in life_expectancy (or
mortality), fertility and migration between
now and_that future date. Hence these
projections are based on the actual dis-
tribution of the three population sub-
groups by age and relative numbers in
1980 and on assumptions aboot. group
differentiais in life_expectancy, fertility
and migration trends between 1980 and
2015 An outline of these assumptions is
shown in the Appendix table (page 38).

tife expectancy is_assumed 10 in-
crease slightly for ali three groups: For
Arabs_in Israel, only one trend is as-
sumed for fertility (a decline from a total
fertility rate of 5.0 births per woman in
1980-84 to 2.8 in 2010-14) and for migra-
tion {continuing zero net immigration).
For Jews in Israel_and the Arab popu-
lation in Occupied Areas, the projecti
vary according to “low” and “high” as
sumptions regarding fertility and migra-
tion: For the Jewish population, fertility is
projected to decline from a total fertility
rate of 2.7 births per woman in 1980-84
and stabilize at 2.0 under the .low as-
sumption and_at 2.5 under the high as-
sumipt ility for Arabs in the Occu-
pied Areas begins with a total fertility rate
of 7.5 in 1980-84 and drops_ to 4.5 in
2010-14 under the low assumption and to
5.5 in the high assumption. The low and
high assumptions for migration between
1980 and 2615 range for the Jewish
population in Israel from an annual net
immigration of 3,000 to 15,000, while net
emigration ranges from 5,000 to_as high
as. 34,000 per year for_the Arab popu
tation in the Occupied Areas. The results
of these alternative projections are
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jectic
ing f )
Jewish_population in Israel an
population in the Occupied Areas, while
maximiim”" projections use the high
ity and migration assumptions for
these two populations. In Table. 7; the
minimum projections combine the iow
assumptions for the Jewish population in
Israel and the high assumptions for the
Arab population in the Occupied Areas;
the maximum projections combine high
assumptions for the Jewish ppulation
Jssumptions for Arabs in the Oc-

impact of demographic trends on Israeli .
society over the next several decades is
based mainly on these projections and .
on a projection. of the Jewish population
ot Oriental origin.

/e have seen, Israel's population
growth was extremely high in the first
years_following Independence in 1948,
thanks to_heavy immigration and the then
high fertility of Oriental Jews (as well as
that of the small Moslem minority). Since
then the rate has dropped to about 1.8
percent a year (see Figure 1, page 10).
This decline can be expected to con-
tinue, even according to the maximum
projections shown. in Table 6, which as
sume higher fertility and net annual im-

o

migration for the Jewish population than
do the minimium projections. The overall
population growth rate for Israel within its

present boundaries is projected to vary
between 1.4 and 1.7 percent a year up to
thi

id of this centary and then to.drop

the next 15 years, though it will

still be over 1 percent a year as seen in
Table 6. These are high growth rates by

of. monté developed

reaches 6.9 million in 2015 according to

the maximum projection and 6.2 million

according to the minimum projection, up
illi it the end of 1982:
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Table 6. Projected Population Growth for Jews and Arabs: Israel
and Israol and Occupied Areas, 1985, 2000, 2015

Average growth

rate per year

{in percent) _
1985-2000 2000-2015

Minimum 3534 4,160 4,698 11 08

Maximum 3.585 4,496 5,444 15 1.2

. _Popuation
{in thousands)

Populaticn R
group Projection 1985 2000 2015

Jews in Israel
Avabs in Israel One projection 744 1,096 .48 26 20
Israel (Jews
and Arabs)

Miriimim 4278 5256 6,179 14 :

Maximum 4,329 5,592 6,925 1.7 1.4
Minimum 1,262 1,603 1,851 1.6 0.9
Maximum 1,262 1,938 3,142 2.9 3.3

Arabs in

Occupied Areas
Minimum 2,006 2,699 3.332 20 14
Maximum 2,006 3.034 4,623 28 28

Arabs in Israel and
Qceupied Areas
Total population

in Israel and
Occupied Areas

9 .8,030 1.4 1.1

10,067 2.0 2.0

Minimum 5,540 685
Maxirum 5591 7,530

Source. Authors’ estimates, based on census and other official base data.
Note See Appendix Table {page 38) for assumptions used in minimum and maximum projections. In this Table 6, focusing on population
growih. the minimum projections combine the I¢ and migration assumplions 10r Jews in Israel and Arabs in the Occupied Areas
and the single senes of assumptions. for. Arabs in Israel. The maximum projections combine the high assumptions for both Jews in Israel
and Arabs in the Occupred Areas and the single series for Arabs in Israel.

likely to grow at somewhere between 0.8 maximum projections for this group

generation; while the Arab population in
Israel will continue to grow by 2:0 to 2:6
percent a year. The Arab population's

relatively high growth stems from its cur-
rent very large proportion of young peo-

ple in_or about to enter the. childbearing
ages (the result of high fertility) which will
keep total numbers of annual births high
even though the rate of births per woman
is expected to decline markedly.

The future growth of the Arab popu-
lation in the Occupied Areas will depend
on two factors which are difficult to pre-
dict. One is the timing and pace of their

transition to lower fertility and the other is
the extent of Arab emigration from these

areas; which in the West Bank; at least;

years; as noted. Assumptions about
these factors explain the relatively large
ditfferences between the minimum and

Gl

shown in Table 6. If the Occupied Areas

growth rate of this “Greater Israel” could
be a high 2.0 percent a year up to 2015,

and population numbers could reach 10
million in 2015. (A population growing by
2 percent a year doubles in number in 35
years.)

~ These relatively high overall popu-
lation growth rates and the differences
among the three groups have social and

political implications which we oatline

boundaries:

Age structure and aging

In 1955, 35.3 percent of Israel's popu-
lation were children under age 15; 59.9
percgﬁtfccnsi’stéd 7'Of men and WOﬁjé'rViﬁirrj

the working ages of 15-64; and 4.8 per-
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cent were the elderly, aged 65 and over.
declined to 333 percent becaaose of de-
clining fettility. whife the proportion of el-
derly increased to 8:6 percent; and that
of people in the working ages remained
fairly constant at 58.2_percent. Since our
prOjectlons assume further declnnes in

pro;ected to decline to 27 percent in 2000
and 25 percent in 2015. The share of the
elderly is projected io reach 9.8 percent
in 2015, which is_not high relative to other
developed countries: (The proportton of
persons _aged 65_and over in_the U.S.

populatlon is close to 12 Ppercent an1984

reaches rettrement age®)

It is_significant, however, that the pro-
portlon of Israel's population in the 15-64
age group, which must support the de-
pendent groups below ard above_these
ages, may be expected to increase to
nearly 66 percent by the year 2015. This
incredse in the proportion of peoplein the
working ages, coupled with the projected
decline in the overall population. growth
rate, will be economically beneficial for
Israel:

‘After 2015, however, both the number

and share of the elderly aged 65 and over-

will increase significantly as the enlarged
birth cohorts of the_mass immigration
period of the late 1940s and 1950s begin
to enter those ages. In addition, there will
be changes in the ethnic composition of

g
the aged. Like earlier ethnic_shifts in Is-

rael's overall Jewish population; these
will resuit from the dominance of Oriental
Jews in the immigration influx from_the
jate 1940s_to the mid-1960s and their
initially . higher . fertility. In 1948; 8O per-
cent_of the elderly wer- Jf European
orlgtn since the majority of immigrants
prior to the establishment of Israel came
from Earopean countries. This proportlon
was still a relatively high 72 percent in
1970. However; when the expanded birth
cohorts of the 1950s and early 1960s

dominated by Afro-Asian ethnic groups

Er‘nbassy 'of Israel;

or 201 n the expanded birth cohorts of
the 1950s reach retirement age.

begin to reach retirement age in the early
part of the next century, the proportion of
the elderly of European origin will drop to
well below 50 _percent.

_ Assuming; as is quite reasonable; that
the educatloral and occupatlonal status

raelis after 2015

|ca||y over the next 30 years; this ethnic
shift_will Ilkeiy be ,accompanted by a

major shift in the socioeconomic status of
the elderly. For example, about three-

quarters of Israel's current elderly peaple

have at least a primary school education

and only one-quarter failed to complete
primary school. By 2000, the proportion
in the first category will be down to 58
percent and could fall lower after that:
Similarly; the. pr0port|on of the elderly

who have worked in high white-collar oc-

cupattons {professionals and managers)

is projected to decline from about 30 per-
cent at present to only 24 percent in the
year 2000 and could also decline further
in the following years.

Accompanymg these shifts will be a
transition in the potential for the family
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support of the elderly that has tradition-

ally characterized the Afro-Asian ethnic

group. This increasing segment of the
elderly population will be left with a

smaller number of adult children to sup-
port them than earlier generations had—
an estimated decline of one-third in the
number of potential family supporters be-
tween 1970 and 2000 alone: This is be-

cause; duririg the 1950s and 1960s, fam-

ily size fell more rapidly. than _socio-
economic status improved for Israelis

of Afro-Asian origin:

_This combination of a growing pro-
portion of elderly people. shifts in the
ethiic and socioeconumic composition of
this group,_and potentially less tamilv
suppon for those of Afro-Asian origin will

engender and accentuate a _host of wel-

fare and institutionat problems for Israel
early in the 21st century. These prob-

leris, like many others; stem in large part

from the successful implermentation of

the policy of mass immigration in the

early years of statehood.

vat‘sh vlhnu' bulmu'e

A central theme in the evolution of Israeli
society has been the changing ethnic
balance within the dewish population. As
we have seen, this has resulted from

shifts in the volume and composmon of

ferentials in fertlllty among immigrants,
and from 'r'a'p'i'dly declining mortalnty

pean ongm as it was just after the state’s
foundation in 1948, to 52 perceirit of Afro-

Asian origin by 1981. The Orientalization
of the Jewish population will continue in

the future; both among first-generation
immigrants and among second and later

generations of Jews born in Israel.

The pace of Orientalization will depend
mainly on lmm:gratlon since the fertility

of Afro-Asian Jews is now close to that of

European-American_Jews. Any future

immigration yqyllmevutably be dominated

by Jews from Europe or America be-
caose few Jews remain in Afro-Asian

alization: However; even conservative
projections suggest that by 2015 the pro-
portion of Orientals in the Jewish popu-
lation will almost certainly be up to 60
percent This has obvious implications
for the socioeconomic characteristics of
the Jewish population..

No less important are the expected po-
litical_ implications. Barring changes in

ethmc votmg patterns or a very Iarqe |n-

Moreover, as Orientalization |ncreases
over the years, it will take ever gréétéi
shifts in ethnic voting patterns or in-
creases. in Western |mm|grat|on to swmg

polmca! control back from ‘‘right”
“left.”

Jewish majority in Israel

The shifting ethnic. balance within the
Jewish population has evolved as an
issue only since 1948; but the_relative
growth of the Jewish and Arab popu-
tations and the issue of a Jewish demo-
graphic majority have been prominent
themes since. Jews began resettling in
Palestine i the 1880s. On the eve of
Israeli_ lndependence Arabs formed the

majority in the population of Palestine at

pendence the Arab. proportion_of the
population within the borders | of the new

state was down to 19 percent; in 1982, it

maintained the Jews’ overwhelmmg ma-
jority in Israel's population; without immi-

gration; the Jewish proportion would
have dropped to about 65 percent in

19707 and still lower by the end of 1982,

when it was actually 83 percent.

Jews in lIsrael will depend not only on
Jewish fertility and immigration but also
on the patterns of Arab fertility: In_the
latest projections , it is assumed that Arab

fertility will continue to_decline; from 5
births per woman in 1980-84 to 2.8, on
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Table 7. Projected Population Size a
Arab, by Territorial Boundary. 1980, 198.), 2000 2015

(Mmumum and maximum based on prolecllons for Jewish population)

pe

1980 1985 2000 _ 2015

Actual — Minimum-—Maximum— Mimmum Maximum  Minmom  Maximam

- tsrael . . . L

Percentage All ages 83.6 825 82.7 79.2 80.4 76.0 786

Jewish 014 767 761 763 715 746 690 750

15-64 862 846 848 806  81.4 76.7 78.5

65 arid over 938  94.0  94.1 916 923 89.1 89.8

Parcentage Arab All ages 163 174 173 208  19.6 24.0 314

Total popalation (in thousands) 3923 4277 4330 5256 5592 6.179 6925

_ \srael and the Occupied Areas o o

Percentage All ages 64.8 63.8 64.1 57.8 62.5 50.4 62.0

Jewish 0-14 550 529 532 431 507 35.1 535

is6d 688  6B.1 68.4 628 662 54.8 635

65 and over 84.1 847 849 8§13 826 78.7 816

Total Jewish 3,283 3.534 3:585 4,160 4,496 4698 5444

poputation Arabs. Isiael 640 744 744 1,096 1,096 1,481 1,481
[ Arabs, Occupies - -

thousands) Areas 1132 1262 1262 1.938 1603 3.142 1851

Total 5.055 5,540 5,591 7.194  7.195 9.321 8,776

Source. See Table G
Noie' See Appendix Tameipagaam lor assumpno

nlg as mph

Oceupied Area. and the single series lor Arabs in Israel.

average; in 2010-14. The Jewish pro-
portion will nevertheless decline even
under maximum fertility and immigration
assumptions for the Jewish sector,_but
the decline will be very small. In 2015,

the Jewish proportion of Israel's popu-
lation will be 79 percent according to the

maximum projections and 76 percent ac-
ggirﬁd,tng to the minimum projections

shown in Table 7 and Figure 6. Since the
Jewish population has an ‘older age

ish percentage varies by age Among
children under age 15 the Jewish pro-
portion in 2015 is lower than the Jewish
percentage in_the total popurlatlon {75

versus 79 percent in the maximum pro-
jections) and the reverse is true for the
elderly aged 65 .and over (90 percent

versus 79 percent).
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aximum ¢ ns. In this Table 7, focusing on the
jow fertdity and migration assumptions for. the Jewish
d Areas, and thé single senes ol assumptions for Arabs in

imum projeciions ¢ombina thé high_dssumptions for the Jewish population. the low assumptions lor Arabs in the

Hence let can be argued that the

maijority-minority positions of Jews and
Arabs within Israel are not likely to

change dramatically over the fore-
seeable future.

Jewish-Arab balance within
Greater Israel

The picture, of course; would be very dif-

ferent if Israel were to annex the Occu-

pied Areas and include their Arab popu-

lations within a Greater Israel. Even

onder the high assumptions for Jewish
fertghty and immlgratlon the Jewish pro-

projection it would be just 50 percent.

Both these alternatives allow for con-
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siderable fertility decline and_continued

emigration among Arabs in the present
Occupied Areas.

. Assuming that Israel continues as a
democracy, the Arabs of these areas
would become Israeli citizens with full
rights, as are the Arabs now in Israel
proper. The resulting Greater Israel
would then be a bi-national, if not, in-
deed, an Arab-dominated state. If Israel
chooses not to extend political rights to
the incorporated populations, the ex-

treme result would be a potentially in-
flammable “colonial’’ relationship be-

tween a minority of dews and the large
proportion of disenfranchised Arabs liv-

ing_within the boundaries of Greater Is-
rael. .

The issue of “cultural”
dominance

foundation of the state_of Israel; was
clearly dominated by Europeans and
Western cuolture, both politically and
ideologically. Will the state of Israel re-

main European or “Western” in the fu-

American origin is unlikely to exceed 30
percent of the total population within the
present boundaries of Israel in the year
2015 and would be only some 22 percent
of the population of a Greater Israel.
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into a non-European. non-western politi-
cal and cuitural society. This assumes
that the political and cultural character of
Oriental Jews is not radically altered by

educational and sociceconomic progress
over the next several generations.

The demographic basis of Israeli so-
c it
reflects present complex issues which
will continue to play key roles in Israel’s

futare: The major questions raised in the

19th century by Zionists in Europe; again
at the time Israel was founded, and_in
political debates today will remain salient

into the 21st century. Will_Israel be a

Jewish state? Will it remain. a Western
society? Whatever the_ideological,
social, political, economic and cultural
complexities of these questions, derio-
graphic processes will remain central
factors among those determining the fu-
ture of Israel: O

2

Appendix Table. Assumptions Used in Population Projections

Popuiation subgroup

Jewish popuiation
in Israel

Arab population  Arab poputation n
Occupied Areas

tn Israel

Demograptuc
measure and
date

_____assumpihion assumpation

___Loaw.__ ___High
assumption assumption

High o
Single seres

Total fertility rate (births per woman)
1980-84
1985-89
1990-94
1995-99
2000-04
2005-09
2010-14

Lite expectancy (years)
1980-84 '
1985-89
1990-94
1995-99
2000-04
2005-09
2010-14

Average annual net migration (in thousands)
1980-84 +5
1985-89 +5
1990-94 +S
1995-99 i5
2000-04 +3
2005-09 +3
2010-15 . _ +3

74
75
75

76
76

76

2.7 b 5.
25 4
2.5 3
2.5
25
25
2.5

75
7.7
6.9
6.6
6.3
6.0
55

58.5
615
63.5
65.5
63.5
65.5
65.5

=20
—22
~24
-26
-28
-31
-34

+15
H15
+15
+15
+10
+10
+10

O Q00 0000

-5

Note_See Tablos 6 and 7 lof the combinations of fow and high assumptions (isad In the minimum and maximum projections shown in

those lables
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Recent Population Bulletins and Bulletin Slides
Population Bulletin prices, prepaid, are: Sets of 35 mm colored slides for figures and
Single Copy—$4.0C tables appearing in each Bullgtin are available
Btilk copies: at the additional prices shown in par-
5.10 3300 each entheses.

11-50 $2.50 each

51 or more $2.00 each 7 o )
Note: inside the United States, add $1.00 for handiing. Outside the United States, add 25 percent
16 the cost of Bolletins and slides ordered to cover postage and handling.
Volume 35 (1980-81) o
No. 1 America’s Baby Boom Generation: The Fateful Bulge, by Leon F. Bouvier (9 slides; $4.50)

No. 2 Sweden Faces Zero Population Growth, by Murray Gendell (20 slides; including frontispiece

~ map, $10.00) -

No.3 Kenya's Record Population Growti1: A Dilemma of Development, by Frank L. Mott and Susan H:
Mott {17 slides, $8.50)

No. 4 Amierica's Elderly iri the 1980s; by Beth J. Soido (18 siides, $9.00)

No. 5 Popuilétion Growth and Poverty in the Developing World, by Nancy Birdsall (13 slides, $6.50)

No. 6 Cathilic Perspectives on Population Issues i, by Francis X. Murphy. C.SSR: (5 slides;
$2.50)

Volume 36 {1981-82) S ~ R

No. i Cuba: The Demography of Revoiotion; by Sergio Diaz-Briquets and Lisandro Perez (14 slides,
including frontispiece map, $7.00)

No. 2 U.S. Women at Work, by Linda J. Waite (13 slides, $6.50)

2

No. 3 World Food Resources and Population: The Narrowing Margin, by Lester R. Brown (16 slides; .
$8.00) o ) B

No. 4 India's Population: Secaond and Growing, by Pravin Visaria and Leela Visaria {19 slides,

inclading map, $9.50)

No. 5 The Changing U.S. Farmland Scene. by Michael Brewer (12 siides; $6.00)

No: 6 Eastern Europe: Pronatalist Policies and Private Behavior, by Henry P. David {16 siides, incliid-
ing map, $8.00)

Volume 37 (1962) T ~

No. 1 The World Fertility Survey: Charting Global Chifdbearing, by Robert Lightbourne Jr. and Su-

sheela Singh; with Cynthia P. Green (21 slides, including map. $10:50)

NG.2 U.S. Population: Where We Are; Where We're Going, by Population Reference Bureau staff and
guest experts (27 slides. $13.50) N -

No. 3 The Soviet Urion: Population Trends and Dilemmas, by Murray Feshbach (22 slides; including
map, $11000

No. 4 Black Arierica in the 1980s; by John Reid (20 slides, $10.00)

Volume 38 (1983) .
No. 1 Third World Family Planning Programs: Measuring the Costs, by Nancy Yinger, Richard
Osborn, David Salkever, and Ismail Sirageldin (13 slides, $€.50)

No. 2 China: Demographic Billionaire, by H. Yuan Tien (17 slides, ircluding map; $8:50)

No. 3 U.S. Hispanics: Changing the Face of America. by Cary-Davis, Carl Haub; and JoAnne
Willette (21 slides, including frontispiece map; $10.50) o S -

No. 4 The Changing Amgrican Family, by Ariand Thornton and Deborah Freedman (12 slides;
$6.00) '



Volume 39 (1984)

No 2 Israel's Populat/on The Cha//enge of Pluralism, by Dov Friediander and Calvin Goldschelder
(15 slides, inciuding map, $7.50)

Send orders with checks to: Population Reference Bureau; Inc:
Circulation Deparntment
P.O. Box 35012
Washington, D.C. 20013

Population Reference Bureau; Inc.

The PRB gathers, in "rprets and disseminates |nformat|on on the facts and miplications of na i'd'n"al and
world population trends. Founded in 1929, it is a private, nonpr al_organization that is
supported by grants and contracts, individual and corporate contributions, memberships, and sales of

publications. It consults with other groups in.the United States and abroad; operates information and
library services, and issues the pablications described on the outside back cover. The PRB also assists
the development of population education through formal and nonformal programs.

Officers
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‘Robert P: Warrall, President -
‘Raymond H. Potvin, Secretary of the Board

‘Bent T. Edwards, Treasurer of the Board

Trustoes

dodie T: Allen John H. Bryant *Thomas W. Meirick
Brent Ashabranner Marriner C. Eccles, Jr. Laura Oison

*Michael P. Bentzen Meivyn J. Estrin_ Martha Phillips____
John C. Beyer . Joseph L. Fisher donas Edward Saik
Norman E: Borlaug Frederick G. Harmon Bennetta B. Washington
Wallace Bowman Jonathan Hawley

Michael F. Brewer ‘Robert Jordan

Conrad Taeaber; Chairman Emeritus and Demographic Consultant

Advisory Committee

Samuel Baum_ Mercedes B. Concepcion Sam Keeny. . .
Calvin L. Beale Douglas Ensminger Richard K. Manoff
Donald_J. Bogue Philip-M. Hauser M. A. Sattar
Lester R. Brown Jack K. Henes Benjamin Viel
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Founded in 1929, the Population Reference Bureau is now in its second half century
of “telling the world about population.” PRB members regularly receive the most vital,
up-to-date population information available from the authorities who write PRB's four
the lively coverage of the latest news and
trends in the monthly news magazine POPULATION TODAY; and from the annually
updated WORBLD POPULATION DATA SHEET and UNITED STATES POPULATION

annaal POPULATION BULLETINS; from t

DATA SHEET wall charts. Educator and library members also receive thie population -
education newsletter INTERCHANGE, four times during the school year, accompanied
twice a year by ready-to-use classroom materials.

" PRB aiso publishes the POPULATION TRENDS AND PUBLIC POLICY series,
POPULATION BUELETIN POLICY SUPPLEMENTS, four-page EXECUTIVE SUM-
MARIES outlining the policy implications of current U.S. demographic trends, and__
special_publications such as the POPULATION HANDBOOK, WORLD'S CHILDREN
DATA SHEET, and INTERCOM EN ESPANOL. Write for a listing of publications in
print:

For still more information, PRB's Library and Information Service respondsto
population-related questions hy. mail, telephone, and in-person visit. PRB's Demographic

Information Services Center (DISC) offers personalized, in-depth data and analyses for
individual clients. seeking professional interpretation of population trends. g
Members of the Population Reference Bureau support
an organization that is dedicated to the objective
analysis and reporting of one of the world’s

most compelling concerns.

Population Reference Bureau, Inc:
2213 M Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

(202) 785-4664
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